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The Month 


Meaning of 
Washington Conference 


(THE dignity of the National Conference for 

Palestine held in Washington was implied in 
its two major notes: it constituted a united front 
for Palestine; it avowed its primary obligations 
to the realities of basic economic planning. Every- 
thing else flowed naturally from this atmosphere 
of unity and this focussing of attention on scien- 
tific realism. 

In those formal resolutions by which great as- 
semblies pool their common expression, this Con- 
ference was compellingly plain. It pursued the 
logic of the Mandatory power, that with “its im- 
migration policy determined by the economic and 
absorptive capacity of Palestine”, England must 
recognize the forceful sequitur that Palestine im- 
mediately offers opportunities for a much larger 
immigration. The Conference unqualifiedly ap- 
proved the policies of the Executive of the Jew- 
ish Agency whose evidence of administrative ma- 
turity included the successful realization of the 


loan, the triumph of the Huleh concession, and 
the economic developments of two crowded years. 
The counsels of the pro-labor Executives in the 
Agency stood out-eloquently in implied contrast 
with past Revisionist bluster and blunder. The 
Conference greeted the Vaad Leumi with the 
only constraining sincerity — the sincerity of a 
united front. 

These formal resolutions came to life in words, 
tone and style when Mr. Sholom Asch and Mr. 
Maurice Samuel spoke before the assembly. On 
the implied meanings of economic planning Mr. 
Samuel said: “. . . We pledged ourselves to one 
thing—that the Palestine to which our pioneers 
were giving their lives would not be a Palestine 
which would be a replica of the scramble system 
of the rest of the world. Useless to me are words 
which have to do with mere social justice, unless 
they are implemented by those instruments which 
we created, and those which: we recognized years 
ago as containing not only the national, but also 
the moral will. We have a labor movement in 
Palestine which stands in a place of moral lead- 
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ership today which we would do ill to ignore. It 
was under the sign of Labor Palestine and under 
that sign, and under no other, that you can suc- 
ceed.” 

In the guise of his humor and irony Sholom 
Asch said nothing else: “. . . When a laborer 
comes to Palestine, he must undertake a course 
of training for three years as a Halutz, and work 
and sweat like the deuce in some obscure village 
or farm until he gets a certificate. He is sub- 
jected to all sorts of investigations as to how 
long he served, what he knows, how much money 
he has, etc.... But if someone with £1000 wants 
to go to Palestine, he is not asked how he came 
by the £1000. My friends, we should have a 
haksharah for capitalists just as for workers. .. .” 

The Washington Conference had the good for- 
tune to hear its political and economic resolutions 
translated into human terms. The occasion leaves 
no doubt what the direction of Jewry and Zion- 
ism must be. 


MR. LANDAU HITS BELOW THE BELT 


ACOB LANDAU muscled into Jewish affairs 
by a shrewd admixture of high pressure 
schnorrerei and a fortuitous acquaintance with the 
self-sacrificing Albert Einstein who, it will be re- 
membered, he peddled-around like so much radium 
a year ago. Had there been any semblance of or- 
ganization in our American Jewry, or some effec- 
tive channel for its better judgment such a man 
could never have been entrusted with so powerful 
a hold on Jewish public opinion. That he has no 
grasp of the essential values of Jewish life or an 
adequate knowledge of our cultural background 
has long been obvious in the pages of the Jewish 
Daily Bulletin. It has not been so obvious, how- 
ever, that space in the Jewish Daily Bulletin is 
given to the highest bidders—that people who 
contribute to the J.D.B. or the J.T.A. are some- 
how favorably mentioned, while those who do not 
are not. In view of these manifestations, it is not 
surprising to us that Mr. Landau has descended to 
the lowest rung of the ladder in his fight with His- 
tadrut. Since he finds it difficult to justify his 
claim for monopoly over the dispatching of Pales- 
tinian news, he shifts the argument and asks the 
““Gewerkshaften” campaign for an accounting, 
with sly innuendo that ‘““Gewerkshaft” has not pub- 
lished its accounts. He “takes it out on” Palcor 
(the Palestinian News Service established by the 
Executives of the Jewish Agency) by hasty digs 
at the League for Labor Palestine. Our records 
of receipts and expenditures are available for all 
to see. The need for our work in Palestine has 
been so readily recognized that a group of Yid- 
dish and Hebrew speakers whose appeals were 
with difficulty translated to American Jewish au- 
diences, have succeeded in raising $117,000 in the 
worst year of the American depression. The His- 
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tadrut will always be found more willing to open 
its books than is Mr. Landau who has proven 
himself to be just a little man hitting below the 
belt. 


PROGRAM OR POGROM 

HERE has been much talk lately about there 

being too many Jews in prominent places. Such 
talk from the anti-semites is not surprising of 
course. But when it comes from Jews, and when 
some of them, otherwise intelligent, give us this 
verbiage, it becomes ominous. It betrays the pan- 
icky state of some Jewish minds and a pitiable con- 
fusion in others. The same Jews who orate about 
our American principles of “separation of Church 
and State,” “every man on his merits,” etc..... 
who insist that a Jew is an American of the Mo- 
saic persuasion are now counselling Jews not to 
seek office or accept honorary positions. Consid- 
ering the circus nature of American politics, there 
might be a grain of shrewdness in such advice— 
but the danger of unfavorable publicity is far out- 
weighed by the implied recognition of mob preju- 
dice as a confirmed national trait. Whatever might 
be said for advising Jews to avoid office gained 
through public election,no such excuse can be found 
for the recent suggestion made by Dr. Kapetzky 
that Jews accept a Numerus Clausus for profes- 
sional schools. There might be overcrowding in 
the professions (thanks to the profit system), and 
a healthy share of anti-semitism may be due to 
professional jealousy but how is a self-imposed 
quota going to solve this problem? Are other 
trades less crowded? Will the farmer who has to 
burn his surplus crop be more tolerant of his Jew- 
ish competitor than the dentist or the doctor? And 
who in Jewish life is to decide which Jewish youth 
shall be a lawyer and which a bricklayer? We 
need vocational guidance indeed; more Jews 
should be farmers, mechanics, miners, laborers— 
many young Jews who are driving themselves to 
an eventual breakdown’ to satisfy some humble 
parent’s hope for “yihus” (prestige) should be 
wisely directed to more congenial work—but all 
this must be done as part of a planned program of 
Jewish life within a larger planned economy for 
all America. It must certainly not be done to save 
American Hitlers the trouble of discriminating. 
Registrars of universities that want student bod- 
ies “more representative of the American hinter- 
land” will not need our advice. For us to paint 
a boot-mark on our behinds will not satisfy the 
Fascists’ itching toe—and besides it isn’t dig- 
nified. 


REBELLIOUS CANNON FODDER? 


IS the American college student finally waking up 

to a realization of the kind of world he lives 
in? Has he become alive for war? An analysis 
of the early returns from the poll conducted by 
The Literary Digest and the Association of Col- 
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lege Editors throws a flickering light on these 
troubling questions. Out of thirty thousand stu- 
dents who voted in thirty American colleges, no 
less than 20,154 recorded their belief that the 
United States actually could stay out of another 
great war, and 20,031 have protested against a 
bigger and better American navy and air force. 
These expressions of sentiment are particularly 
cheering because they happen to be offered at a 
time when New Deal America has madly joined 
the international scramble for virtually unlimited 
armament. Moreover, the public unmasking of 
the sinister industrial forces which back militarism 
has made a dent on the mind of American youth. 
As great a number as 26,736 now favor govern- 
ment control of munition industries and 23,766 
advocate universal conscription of all resources of 
capital and labor in time of war. Unlike the adol- 
escents of Italy, Germany and Japan, 24,508 
American undergraduates have publicly declared 
their unreadiness to bear arms for the invasion of 
another country. But this pacifistic attitude is 
neutralized by the fact that 24,291 have expressed 
their willingness to fight provided the United 
States is not the aggressor nation. Which implies 
that once the drums of war are beaten, American 
youth will be easily persuaded to join the colors. 
High-pressure propaganda will encounter no ser- 
ious obstacles in explaining to a hysterical popu- 
lation that their bleeding country has been 
wronged and requires the supreme sacrifice. The 
machinery for inducing American youth to volun- 
teer as cannon-fodder has become more difficult to 
manipulate but with proper oiling the wheels of 
war can be made to turn. The poll suggests that 
though the surface of adolescent thought has been 
ruffled, the American undergraduate is still incap- 
able of thinking clearly on the fundamental prob- 
lems involved in outlawing war. His understand- 
ing of the economic and political forces operating 
in the world is pathetically naive. Incapable of 
realizing that thorough government control of am- 
munition industries and the conscription of capital 
are impossible in a society which is run for private 
profit, he deludes himself with the belief that ges- 
tures against unlimited armaments and protest 
against aggressive war will save civilization from 
an impending holocaust. 


A FASCIST CANDIDATE 


A PRESS release informs us that ex-Congress- 
man Louis T. McFadden has announced his 
candidacy for President in 1936 on a platform 


that is frankly anti-semitic. He is for: 
Christianity as against Judaism 
Nationalism as against Inter-Nationalism 
Individualism as against Collectivism 
Americanism as against Communism. 


In his plea, McFadden calls on all patriotic cit- 
izens to rally to his banner. Everybody knows 
McFadden’s repertory of virtues. We also know 
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that his talents will not defeat him if he gets the 
proper backing. We mean the backing of the In- 
dustrial barons—the blood-and-iron brothers of 
the gentry who picked Hitler out of a beer hall 
and made him ruler of the Germanies. It is true 
that McFadden has considerable competition. 
There is William Randolph Hearst who is a bit 
old but still willing. There is Kingfish Huey who 
can show a perfect example of Fascist accomplish- 
ment in his own state and has the common people 
thinking that he will save them from Rockefeller. 
There is Father Coughlin who will cut his ecclesi- 
astical cloth to popular measure and who recently 
cracked his whip over the faithful, 40,000 of 
whom bombarded Western Union to defeat 
American entry into the World Court. None of 
these, however, with the single quick-silvery ex- 
ception of Father Coughlin, have made anti-sem- 
itism an issue. They have emphasized money 
measures, taxation, World Courts. On these is- 
sues there is possibility of debate. There are 
able spokesmen and ardent advocates for both 
sides. The average American has his own opin- 
ion about these matters. Anti-semitism is a dif- 
ferent kind of issue. It is compounded of emo- 
tion, herd sympathies, vague hunches. It supplies 
an easy escape from the rigors of thinking and 
relieves stifling frustrations. If the political ad- 
visors of the Morgans, the Rockefellers, the 
Fords and the Mellons decide that anti-semitism 
is the best smoke-screen behind which they can 
ride to power—they will whistle for McFadden, 
cover him with money and ready-made virtue, 
and let the Jews take the rap. 


PAYING FOR BRITISH GENEROSITY 

For the first time during the past two years 
a delegation of Arab leaders heard some plain, 
unequivocal words from the High Commissioner 
of Palestine. They were informed that there was 
an obvious connection between the rapid develop- 
ment of the country and Jewish immigration. 
The head of the Palestine Government told the 
professedly panic-stricken delegation that in ad- 
mitting 36,000 Jews during the first ten months 
of 1934, the absorptive capacity of the country 
had not been exceeded, and that there was no 
reason to lament. Clearly, the population as a 
whole was not being injured by the so-called Jew- 
ish invasion. 

As recently as a year ago His Excellency would 
hardly have ventured to use a figure like 36,000 
in connection with the “economic capacity”’ of the 
country. The economic realities of Palestine have 
apparently begun to make some impression on the 
British Administration. But the Government 
still greatly underestimates the country’s absorp- 
tive capacity. The self-evident shortage of labor 
has not been met by the “increased” number of 
immigration certificates so far received by the 
Jewish Agency. 








The discrepancy between the Jewish Agency’s 
estimate of the country’s absorptive capacity and 
the labor schedules actually being granted, still 
continues. The Government maintains in its justi- 
fication that many of the jobs included in the Jew- 
ish Agency’s assessment are of a temporary na- 
ture and can not be regarded as permanent oppor- 
tunities for employment. But whatever doubts 
the Government may have entertained at the be- 
ginning of the present period of vigorous economic 
activity should have been dissipated. There is 
nothing in the present situation to breed fear of 
an imminent crisis. Naturally, Jewish coloniza- 
tion in Palestine has experienced temporary set- 
backs from time to time, but viewed over a range 
of years, the upward trend has been marked. 
The expansion of Jewish economic activities de- 
mands an adequate increase of Jewish labor im- 
migration. When the latter is curtailed, Palestine 
becomes a magnet for the poverty-stricken peas- 
ants and nomads living on its borders who in- 
troduce their low standards of living. Reliable 
information from the Hauran speaks of villages 
left with one tenth of their male population. 
There is no doubt that many thousands of the 
Hauranians are now employed in Palestine and 
are encroaching upon the country’s resources. 
We are under no obligation to build a national 
home or an economic asylum for non-Palestinian 
Arabs in Palestine; nor is the Mandatory power 
under such an obligation. There is the danger 
that the development of Palestine with the aid 
of Jewish capital and energy may defeat its own 
purpose by sucking in people from sparsely popu- 
lated, but undeveloped neighboring regions. The 
plight of these people in their backward home 
countries deserves sympathy, but the world knows 
that we, less than any other nation, can afford to 
embark on international philanthropy; nor can 
we allow the British Administration of Palestine 
to be generous at our expense. 


SUPER-PEDDLER'S DREAM 
(THOSE who expected Jabotinsky to sound the 


stern heroic note in his first American ad- 
dress, heard a less martial music. The man on 
the white horse was there, but the charger neighed 
like any peddler’s nag. Perhaps under the impres- 
sion that Mecca Temple was filled with hard- 
headed American business men, Jabotinsky felt 
called upon to moderate his customary transports. 
The quaint belief that he was at last coming to 
grips with the authentic U.S.A. was no doubt also 
responsible for the slogan evolved for Yankee 
consumption—‘‘a new deal’’ for Palestine. Even 
those skeptical of the effectiveness of Roosevelt’s 
guarantee of collective bargaining must have 
found Jabotinsky’s conception of ‘‘a new deal” 
somewhat ingenuous. The Revisionist Section 7-A 
reads “all strikes outlawed”. Jabotinsky’s tender- 
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ness for organized labor hardly needs re-stating. 
This apt application of the ‘‘new deal’’ termino- 
logy should endear the Leader to the American 
public. At no time in his address did Jabotinsky 
permit himself the heady air of great forensic 
heights; even his peroration had the tired business 
man in mind. His climax painted the grandiose 
vision of ‘‘a Jewish state on both sides of the 
Jordan” whose function it would be to exploit yet 
untapped markets of the Orient. To this super- 
peddler’s dream, the trumpet sounded: markets; 
private capital; the Jew—the eternal middleman 
of the East. Only once was there a flash of the 
messianic fire. When dealing with the British 
Empire or the League of Nations, “never take no 
for an answer”, the strong man urged. Then, 
plunging unexpectedly from the rapacity of the 
20th century economics to a touching medieval- 
ism, Jabotinsky cast forth this pearl of diplomatic 
sagacity. ‘In politics, as in love, it is only after 
seven ‘nos’, that you get the first kiss”’. 


PLAIN WORDS ON THE MANDATE 
WHAT was meant by the term “Jewish Na- 


tional Home” employed in the Balfour 
Declaration and in the Mandate for Palestine? 
As a juridical concept, it finds no counterpart in 
international law. The term is vague and “elas- 
tic’, probably coined by politicians rather than by 
lawyers. The preamble of the Mandate men- 
tions, “the historical connection of the Jewish 
people with Palestine” as a fundamental reason 
for the reconstitution of their national home in 
that territory. However, when the Zionists in- 
sisted in 1917 that Palestine should be assigned 
“as the national home of the Jewish people”, the 
British Government changed the text to read, ‘‘the 
establishment in Palestine of a national home for 
the Jewish people”. The British had other than 
stylistic reasons for the wording of a document 
whose aim was to reveal little and conceal more 
than a little. The Jewish world accepted the Bal- 
four Declaration and the Mandate despite its in- 
tentional vagueness and shortcomings. We were 
all aware that the phraseology of the Mandate 
did not clearly define the scope of our aspirations 
and that it would be open to controversial inter- 
pretations. But we accepted the situation prag- 
matically and we knew that the final interpretation 
of a diplomatic act rests with history. We set 
out to make history rather than to engage in futile 
polemics about history. The Zionist movement 
did not for a moment renounce its maximum aims. 
Whether or not there is to be a Jewish State 
(whatever that may mean in the future) was of 
little concern, but it never gave up the thought 
of creating a large national center in Palestine 
with political autonomy for millions of Jews. 
Instead of demonstrating an “Endziel” (final 
aim), organized Jewry is concerned with creating 
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a Jewish social-economic structure in Palestine as 
a prerequisite. Present-day Zionism takes ac- 
count of reality. If the policy of the Jewish 
Agency is what some of us name “opportunism” 
it is so not in the sense of anti-radicalism, but of 
anti-adventurism. If temperance in political ver- 
bosity is to be considered opportunism, the first 
opportunist in Zionism was Theodore Herzl. As 
a literary free-lance he allowed himself to speak 
loudly of a ‘‘Jewish State’’ but as soon as he began 
to consider himself the responsible leader of a po- 
litical movement, he himself substituted the rather 
ambiguous term, “‘oeffentlich rechtlich gesicherte 
Heimstaette’’ for the more appealing ‘Jewish 
State’. 

But the Revisionists, with their typical relapse 
into political infantilism seem still unable or un- 
willing to grasp the language of maturity. Mr. 
Jabotinsky still holds to his theory that the Jewish 
State can be attained, as he put it the other day 
in New York, “‘by demanding it”, by chant-éclair- 
ing from the housetops that we want nothing less 
than the restoration of the Jewish Kingdom on 
both sides of the Jordan. He undertook this con- 
structive task of demanding, and for the past 
three years in succession, he tried to sell the Jew- 
ish world his patent-medicine—the petition to the 
League of Nations. 

We are not informed as to the exact number of 
signatures obtained for the Revisionist petition 
acclaimed by the leader as a panacea for all Jew- 
ish sorrows. But we do know that, in spite of 
the refusal of the Executive of the Jewish Agency 
to give its sanction, on April 30, 1934, a petition 
was actually submitted by the Union of Zionist 
Revisionists to the Permanent Mandates Com- 
mission of the League of Nations, and the title 
of the petition was, ‘“The Meaning of the Man- 
date: The Creation of a Jewish State”. Now, we 
learn from the Jewish Telegraphic Agency that 
at the recent (January) session of the Mandates 
Commission in Geneva the Commission’s rap- 
porteur, Mr. M. Orts, explained to the League 
body that the Revisionist petition ‘‘does not fulfill 
the conditions of admisibility, since it raises 
claims which are incompatible with the Mandate 
for Palestine.” The rapporteur was in a position 
to state the attitude of the Mandatory Govern- 
ment towards the petition to the effect that “it is 
based on a conception of the obligations arising 
out of the Mandate which differs widely from the 
conception held by the Mandatory Power itself 
and approved by the League of Nations”. Mr. 
Orts thinks that this contention of the British Gov- 
ernment is unquestionably. just and that for this 
reason there is no necessity to examine the various 
points raised in the petition. 

To be sure, constitutionally the rapporteur is 
not the decisive factor in the Mandatory Commis- 
sion and his reference to the British Government’s 
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contention does not deprive the members of the 
Commission of the right to reinterpret. But any- 
body who is familiar with the subtle mechanism 
of the League and its respective bodies, under- 
stands that the rapporteur’s recommendation has 
more actual weight than a “personal opinion”, 
and that the voice of Great Britain actually counts 
for more than just one vote granted by the Cove- 
nant to every member of the League. 

By pressing the ‘“‘maximalist” issue the Revi- 
sionists ‘‘succeeded” in securing one of the series 
of “nos” for which Jabotinsky has been clamoring 
—a negative reply to the question whether the 
establishment of a Jewish State is possible within 
the meaning of the Palestine Mandate. The Re- 
visionists are responsible for having provoked the 
Mandate’s Commission into giving interpretations 
it had not been inclined to offer of its own initia- 
tive. Interpretations of this kind, once recorded, 
may be a weapon in the hands of our enemies for 
a long time. The Revisionists’ action was not only 
an unpardonable breach of national discipline, but 
one of the most damaging disservices ever ren- 
dered to the Jewish cause by a Jewish political 
organization. 


SOCIAL JUSTICE IN ACTION 
LATELY Rabbi Edward Israel and a few of 

his liberal colleagues circulated a petition 
among the members of the Central Conference of 
American Rabbis. The petition said simply: ‘““We 
believe that the prophetic ideals espoused by Lib- 
eral Judaism are especially compatible with those 
of the labor movement in Eretz Israel.” It was 
further explained that Labor is trying to build a 
cooperative rather than a competitive society in 
Palestine and that this, too, seems consonant with 
the highest ideals of Judaism.. Now this petition 
seemed reasonable enough to 241 of the 350 mem- 
bers of the Central Conference and they signed 
it. Many of the signers are not Zionists and still 
more are not Socialists. In fact, some aré anti- 
Zionists and some are Coolidge Republicans. Even 
so, they had enough common sense to feel that a 
new land being built by the Jewish people should 
be built according to social principles other than 
those which have made the diaspora a hell for 
Jews and all minority peoples. 

Even this declaration of sympathy with Labor 
Palestine, could not remain unchallenged. A group 
of Rabbis, Louis I. Newman, William F. Rosen- 
blum, Sidney S. Tedesche, J. X. Cohen, Herbert 
I. Bloom, and John Tepfer circulated a counter- 
petition warning their colleagues that they must 
not take sides, that no party has a monopoly of 
social ideals, that capital and labor must be en- 
couraged to live sweetly together, etc. etc. The 
oppositionists slyly infer that Rabbi Israel has 
maneuvred his innocent colleagues into a socialist 
trap and advise the rabbinical lambs to withdraw 
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their signatures from the original petition before 
it is too late. The Jewish Daily Bulletin comes to 
the assistance of Newman-Rosenblum and Co. by 
editorially reminding the Rabbis that the Hista- 
drut is atheistic, that supporting Histadrut is tan- 
tamount to supporting Norman Thomas (sic) and 
(mirabile dictu) social justice far from being a 
discovery of Histadrut is mentioned in the Bible 
itself! Mr. Landau is more Catholic than the 
Pope. Even his benefactors, Warburg and Swope, 
no longer wince at the mention of Norman 
Thomas. But toadies kiss the patron limb even 
when it has turned wooden. 

The fundamental difference between Rabbi Is- 
rael and Rabbi Newman is that the former would 
like to see social justice in action while the latter 
wants it to remain in the Bible. It is much harder 
to talk on the practical difficulties of building So- 
cialism than it is to expatiate on “Justice, Justice 
shall ye pursue.” It is in the priestly nature not 
to permit the common people to touch the sacred 
things. The people think the priests need illusions. 
As long as the word is kept from becoming flesh, it 
has the power to confuse and stupify. Sometimes 
our priests call this stupefaction, ecstacy. That is 
why modern Hassidim are often found among the 
reactionaries. 

One of the annoying traits of our reactionary 
brethren is their coming out of the incense clouds 
of divine afflatus into the arena of practical affairs 
without changing their frocks. Thus the same folk 
who would not allow their sacred “social justice” 
to take its chance on the street, will talk about be- 
ing hard-headed with regard to Palestine. ‘‘So- 
cialism may be fine for a thickly settled highly in- 
dustrial state,” they say, “‘but it is madness for an 
undeveloped country like Palestine”. This, inci- 
dentally, was Mr. Jabotinsky’s chief contribution 
to America’s ideas on Zion. Such counsel is purely 
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publication of the Foreign office of the 
British Government, has been impelled to com- 
ment on the curious paradox of prosperity plus 
unemployment now existing in Palestine: “Al- 
though the country is flourishing and the Treasury 
is reporting a surplus far beyond its own esti- 
mates, there does appear to exist a certain amount 
of Jewish unemployment in the plantation settle- 
ments, where the practice by Jewish farmers of 
employing Arab workers has displaced Jewish 
laborers, so that in Kfar Saba, for instance, there 
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deceptive. It is the bourgeosie substitute for the 
priest’s ‘‘pie in the sky when you die”’. 

The Rabbis who signed the Israel petition may 
not be Marxists, but they are realistic enough to 
know that the first social forms which a country 
establishes become a norm—a norm which resists 
change and forces on the future its own vested in- 
struments. The Histadrut is not, after all, a camp 
of Essenes. Labor Zionists know what is prac- 
tical and what is not. They have made many con- 
cessions to Capital and many allowances for the 
necessities of a pioneer country. But they cannot 
allow Capitalism, under the guise of pioneer nec- 
essity, to establish its social apparatus and thus 
perpetuate its tyrannical privileges. There are 
basic economic realities which are completely en- 
compassed neither in Ricardo nor in Karl Marx. 
But a great deal depends on whether a community 
establishes production for profit as the social 
norm or production for use. In the first instance, 
justice, security, equality become the occasional in- 
dulgence of the charitable rich. In the second in- 
stance, privilege, inequality, exploitation become 
the temporary lapses of human weakness. The 
choice is clear. Real religionists who care for the 
welfare of their people will work for the social 
commonwealth no matter what it may do to the 
established Temples. Fake religionists and the 
priests who crave for the fatted portions, the 
gold and incense will help perpetuate the social 
abominations which put a strange premium on 
their verbal incantations. Once a certain Bishop 
Amaziah said to Mr. Amos of Tikoa—‘‘Shinny in 
your own back-yard—my patrons won’t like your 
talk”... or words to that effect. The Amaziahs 
of today are even more cautious than their proto- 
type. They want to keep from the tender eyes of 
their retainers—even the bit of Socialism strug- 
gling for survival in Palestine. 


in Palestine 


® By Hayim Greenberg 


are over a hundred jobless men and women 
daily.” 

The professional humorist might find a theme 
for his brightest quips in this situation: on the one 
hand—a country in “boom” times, an excess of 
capital, a lack of workers; on the other—industri- 
ous, healthy, and young men with all the necessary 
qualifications wandering about empty-handed. This 
state of affairs obtains in the citrus belt of the Jew- 
ish colonies of Palestine. 

Hundreds of unemployed Jews are already reg- 
istered in a number of colonies in Judea and Sha- 
ron. There has been no crisis in Kfar Saba or 


Magdiel, in Rehoboth or Kfar Ganim. Agricul- 
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HISTADRUT 
PICKETS 


ture has suffered no setback there. On the con- 
trary, there has been progress, but Jewish work- 
ers, who are organized or capable of being organ- 
ized, are not needed when whole armies of im- 
ported Arabs and Bedouins are underfoot. The 
Arabs are ready to work for starvation wages; 
they demand no representation in the village ad- 
ministration; their cultural level, traditions and 
mentality guarantee that for the time being, and 
probably for many years to come, they will not be 
organized. The Jewish colonist knows what he 
is doing when he deprives the Jews of jobs and 
gives them to the Mohammedan cousins from 
neighboring villages, the desert and the Arab “hin- 
terland”. The Arabs are not merely more pleas- 
ant to deal with in terms of dollars and cents, but 
it is easier to maintain suitable social relations with 
them. For the Hauran Arabs know their places; 
they do not meddle in communal affairs; they of- 
fer no counsel in regard to village administration. 
Jewish plantation-owners, British policemen and 
Arab workers—an idyllic trinity! Apparently, 
one can be a disciple of Ahad Ha’am and rever- 
ence his Jewish ethics, one can prate that mouth- 
filling phrase—“totalitarian” nationalism, and at 
the same time boycott all Jewish labor cynically 
and openly. 

The novel and instructive feature of these re- 
cent developments is the extension of the boycott 
to Revisionist workers, too. Even these late ‘‘al- 
lies”, these political “comrades”, have lost their 


privileged status with the Jewish planters. The 
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recent exodus of Revisionist workers from Kfar 
Saba proves that the recent tenderness between 
them has gone. The developments in Kfar Saba 
are typical of the present tendency of Jewish 
planters. This colony was for years a vision of 
hope in Revisionist eyes. The Revisionist work- 
ers went to Kfar Saba when their anointed leader 
first issued the attractive slogan: “Break! They 
came not merely as laborers, nor as professional 
strike-breakers, but as missionaries of a new faith 
which would bring redemption to a ‘“‘degenerate” 
Zionism. With Jabotinsky’s blessing they went to 
struggle against the “class struggle’, and to insti- 
tute such “normal” relations between workers and 
employers as should exist between partners, be- 
tween children of one people and one belief. Kfar 
Saba was to be the test of their strength—the 
place where they would try to break the monopoly 
of the ‘‘Marxists”, the dictatorship of the “red 
Histadrut” which had sold the interests of the 
Jewish people to the British Government, and to 
the Third International. In Kfar Saba they began 
to “‘break”’ in the name of the Lord; they sought 
employment despite the injunctions of the Hista- 
drut; they accepted working-conditions bound to 
lower the workers’ standard of living in order to 
compete with the Histadrut. They ogled the plan- 
tation owners whose voices joined mellifluously in 
the Revisionist chorus: “Down with the Histadrut 
which interferes with the reconstruction of a Jew- 
ish homeland! Every Jew has the right to work 
in Palestine. No one should be told what condi- 
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tions he must accept. Every employer has the 
right to hire and discharge whom he pleases.” The 
Revisionists became the colonists’ darlings; they 
succeeded in weakening, and partly “breaking” the 
front of the Histadrut. Honest, well-intentioned 
boys and girls, they let themselves be persuaded 
that their “breaking” sanctified Zionism and made 
possible ‘‘a Jewish state on both sides of the Jor- 
dan”. They believed that they were slaying the 
serpent of class war and introducing the nobler 
principle of brotherly cooperation between the 
classes. The Leader sent encouraging telegrams 
from Paris: the “comrades” frequently followed, 
against their better sense and conscience, only be- 
cause the Generalissimo had commanded and be- 
cause soldiers must obey. 


Now the same colonists whose anti-social in- 
stincts were defended by the Revisionists with va- 
rious Herzlian, “Jewish-state” sanctions, have dis- 
covered that the Revisionist has fulfilled his func- 
tion and may be dispensed with. With undisguised 
impudence the colonist now bids his Revisionist 
favorite to leave the colony. There were no en- 
gagements and there can be no breach-of-promise 
suit. “Griiss mich nicht unter den Linden”. 


“Don’t come too near my orange groves because. 


my destined mate is there—the modest Hauran 
Arab, virgin of social-economic knowledge.” Tak- 
ing their poor belongings, tents and flags of the 
Kingdom of David, the whole band of Revision- 
ists left the colony. They went without a demon- 
stration, without a word of protest, without a sin- 
gle blast of the Shofar which the Revisionist ar- 
senal holds on Yom Kippur for provocative blow- 
ing at the Wailing Wall in defiance of the better 
judgment of the Jewish population. These heroes, 
prepared to destroy the resistance of the British 
Empire, to thumb their noses at Islam, quietly 
abandoned the front in Kfar Saba, being unequal 
to breaking the resistance of a group of Jewish 
colonists who did not want Jewish workers on 
Jewish soil. The tender romance between the 
Revisionists and the Palestinian Kulaks has wilted 
but the forsaken party acts decently—there are 
no “scenes”... . 

What has happened in Kfar Saba has been tak- 
ing place less dramatically in other Jewish colon- 
ies. It is the direct result of the slogan ‘“‘Break’’! 
born in an unhappy hour in Jabotinsky’s fevered 
brain. To break the power of the Histadrut, Re- 
visionists formed political alliances with every an- 
ti-social, i.e. anti-national, element in Palestine. In 
intellectual partnership with Revisionism, Moshe 
Smilansky, the Ahad Ha’amist who now dese- 
crates his master’s teaching, propounded a socio- 
logical Darwinian theory according to which work- 
ers should not seek the protection of organization; 
each worker should be dealt with individually so 
as to bring about the eugenic “survival of the fit- 
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test, resulting in a highly qualified type of Jewish 
worker. To discredit the Histadrut, the Revi- 
sionists have claimed that the European “chalut- 
tzim” are unfit because their Hakshara (train- 
ing) has been nothing but a “joke”. The colonists 
have accepted this view and put it to practical use 
—no doubt the Bedouins have had better technical 
training in the desert. With the blessing of the 
Revisionists, wealthy colonists protested to the 
government against the Jewish Agency’s mono- 
poly of immigration certificates, and demanded the 
right to import workers better suited to their taste 
as part of the quota. Every slave driver in Pales- 
tine has been given the chance to wear the mask 
of pro-Revisionist “totalitarian” Zionism. 

Now the moment has.come when the mask is no 
longer needed. The political alliance with Revi- 
sionism was only a rehearsal-practice in the art of 
cynical realism. The colonists can now dispense 
with the papier maché disguise of ‘“‘pure”’ national- 
ism which hid the nakedness of their greed. Revi- 
sionists have taught them that it is better to em- 
ploy Arabs than “Marxists”. They have given 
the lesson a wider application: It is better to em- 
ploy Arabs than Jews even if they are not Marx- 
ists. No matter how meek and cheap Revisionists 
may be, Bedouins will be still meeker. They will 
be better suited for the “idyl” of a patriarchal life. 
Thanks to Revisionist methods, the course of the 
Jewish colonies has become clearly marked: The 
labor-market must become free of Jews—‘‘Juden- 
rein”. Were Arabs not Semites, it would be pos- 
sible to speak of an “Aryan paragraph” in some 
of the colonies. Revisionist “breaking”? has had 
its effect. Jewish colonies are becoming Arab; the 
front of Jewish labor has been broken through. 
Jabotinsky may be proud. His slogan has not 
been idle talk. Only the “‘internationalists” of 
the Histadrut have remained to defend the na- 
tional front. They disturb the complete harmony 
with their picket-lines; they take the blows of the 
British police; they are chained; they listen to the 
admonitions of British judges who reproach them 
for not being able to persuade Jewish employers 
of the justice of their demands. The prisons of 
Haifa and Jerusalem are filled with these pickets. 
The Revisionists may rejoice in their achievement, 
they, who have weightier tasks than protecting the 
position of Jewish labor, they, who are building “‘a 
Jewish state on both sides of the Jordan”. ... 

Tomorrow English officials pointing to numbers 
of unemployed Jews will have a fine pretext for 
restricting immigration. Tomorrow the Revision- 
ists pointing to the “Red Executive”, will complain 
that it is insufficiently aggressive toward the Gov- 
ernment because it does not obtain a larger immi- 
gration. Tomorrow the sharks among the planta- 
tion owners suddenly appearing as the preachers 
of internationalism will attack the Histadrut for 
its ‘‘chauvinistic” struggle against Arab labor. 
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STRIKE IN SALONICA 


From a Special Correspondent 


N EXTRAORDINARY Jewish tragedy of 

extreme poignancy has now been enacted in 
our city, one which has literally aroused the whole 
of Greece as no other Jewish event in recent 
times. The tragedy also graphically illustrates 
the terrible poverty in which the mass of Jewish 
working men and women live in the Balkans. 

Salonica is a big centre of tobacco manufacture. 
The city has some of Europe’s biggest cigarette 
factories, most of which are controlled by foreign 
capitalists. The greatest majority of the workers 
in these factories are Jews, and the conditions 
under which they work are such that they cannot 
even be envisaged in Western countries. The 
hours of labor are controlled neither by legisla- 
tion nor by trade unions; working conditions are 
as unsanitary as they can be only in the Balkans, 
and the average wage does not exceed 65c a day 
in the busy season. The most striking indictment 
of these factories is that as many as 80% of the 
workers suffer from tuberculosis. 

Under conditions such as these it is not sur- 
prising that in one of these factories, the ‘‘Com- 
mercial”, a strike broke out. But not an ordinary 
strike of the type usually known in western Eur- 
ope and in America. This “Commercial” strike 
was a new and curious kind of a labor struggle, 
a special product of the post-war depression peri- 
od in Europe. Of late it has been coming into 
prominence in various parts of the European 
continent. ; 

Just before the strike, the ‘““Commercial” en- 
gaged 420 workers of whom 302 were Jews. 
After the strike broke the strikers barricaded 
themselves in their factory and refused to leave 
it until demands for an additional 30c a day, an 
increase which they claimed was promised to them 
by the management in writing, was granted. The 
management called the police to clear the premises 
but it was not an easy task to eject 420 workers 
barricaded in a factory. The police, therefore, 
fell back upon an ancient method of warfare 
which never fails. They besieged the premises 
and refused to allow food to be brought to the 
strikers. In this way, they thought, the strikers 
would be forced to leave the premises themselves. 

But they calculated wrongly. The strikers re- 
fused to give up their stronghold. The appeals 
and cries of their wives and children who besieged 
the factory together with the police were of no 
avail. And slow starvation did not move them 
from their decision either. With a courage which 
will one day go down into the annals of labor 
struggles of the post-war period, the 420 barri- 
caded tobacco workers held out practically with- 
out food for thirteen days. The scenes in front 
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of the factory were tragic. The cries of the 
women and children who were not permitted to 
bring food to their husbands and fathers mingled 
with the moans of the strikers themselves who 
were in the agony of hunger. 

On the thirteenth day the “fortress” of the 
“Commercial” fell, battered by the police who 
forced entrance into the factory and literally car- 
ried out the enfeebled strikers. One of them, 
Chaim Algeva, died the same day and many of 
the others had to be removed to hospitals. 

In the meantime, the unique strike had aroused 
the indignation of the entire labor population in 
Greece. Protest meetings were held in the most 
important cities and the Greek Labor Federaion 
of Salonica tried to carry through a decision to 
declare a general sympathetic strike for 24 hours. 
It is the claim of the Jewish press in Salonica that 
the reason Greek Labor did not support the 
strikers entirely was because they were mostly 
Jews. The claim is that if 420 Greek workers 
had staged a fight of this type, not only in Greece, 
but public opinion in the whole of Europe would 
have been up in arms immediately and the Gov- 
ernment would never have been allowed to pro- 
long the ordeal for thirteen days. 

Another, probably more likely reason is that 
the strike was not called by the official Greek La- 
bor Federation. It was more or less a spontaneous 
outbreak, a revolt of men driven to despair. It is 
also claimed that some of the leaders of the strike 
were Communists. 

Whatever the reasons, the unique hunger-strike 
of the Jewish tobacco workers of Salonica has 
been crushed. Most of the strikers have been 
dismissed; the promised raise in salary will of 
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course no longer be mentioned and the consump- 
tive workers will continue to work in similar filthy 
conditions in Balkan tobacco factories very much 
as they have done for generations. In addition, 
eighteen of the strike leaders are now facing a 
trial for illegal occupation of private property by 
force, an act which is, in Greece, tantamount to 
revolution and punishable by death. Twelve of 
the leaders are Jewish and since the preponderant 


Drift to the Left— 


or Why Jews Balk 
at Communism 


[? IS agreed that the Marxian analysis of the 

causes of our social diseases is sound. One 
might be honest but hardly intelligent if one de- 
nies that the great bulk of our individual and 
collective unhappiness is due to the maladjust- 
ments and iniquities of our economic order under 
the profit system. To deny the implications ot 
the slogan, “Production for use and not - for 
profit” rightly stamps one as a reactionary whose 
life, no matter how comfortable in the present, 
is estranged from the future. 

Having admitted this, what restrains many of 
us from joining the party which claims a monopoly 
of these truths; which insists that it alone has 
demonstrated a complete willingness to sacrifice 
all for their active implementation? In other 
words, why don’t we become fellow-travellers? 
The writer has put this question to many friends 
and has received. many answers. Some are eva- 
sive rationalizations, excuses after the fact with 
just a grain of validity to make them appear 
respectable. Such, for instance, are the state- 
ments: 

1) I respect Communism but I despise Com- 
munists. 2) Communism destroys initiative, per- 
sonality, art. 3) Under Communism no one will 
clean the streets or remove the garbage. 4) Com- 
munism reduces all to the lowest common denomi- 
nator. 5) Communism depends on social and 
institutional changes whereas the true issue of 
human happiness depends on inner, personal 
changes. Of course, the persons who gave these 
reasons could have more frankly said: ‘‘Com- 
munists are outlawed and penalized. I am not 
ready for martyrdom.” That they chose rather 
to give face-saving excuses, is an indication of their 
social consciousness. They admitted, in effect, 
that it is ignoble to save your skin while you can. 
In some respects this allows us a more optimistic 
regard for human potentialities than does the 
official Communist psychology. 


More valid reasons were also given. They 


were: 
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majority of the strikers were also Jews, the reac 
tionary press of the country has raised the usuai 
cry about the spreading of Communism in Greece 
by Jews. 

The final piquant feature of the entire tragedy 
is this: not only were the majority of the strikers 
Jews, but all the owners of the “Commercial”, 
Messrs. Fernandez, Mizrachi and Tiano are 
sephardic Jews residing in Paris and in London. 


© by Jacob J. Weinstein 


1) The dogmatic baggage of Marxian-Leninism 
is often irrelevant and frequently fallible—such as 
the dicta that matter is the ultimate reality; the 
belief in the inevitability of progress through dia- 
lectic evolution; the insistence that individual and 
intellectual causes of progress are unimportant. 
2) Marx’s theory of surplus value is confusing 
and unreal. 3) No formula can fit all the facts. 
Each problem must be solved within its own 
proper setting. Economic determination does not 
explain some of the very important causes of un- 
happiness such as sexual and temperamental in- 
compatibility. Communism offers an escape from, 
rather than an honest and disciplined facing of, 
these problems. 4) The American working classes 
are repelled by the foreign and abstruce ideology 
of Communism and are poltically immature for 
the seizure of power which Communism demands. 

Now, my Jewish friends give all these reasons, 
the petty and the profound, but there are two 
others which they give with special insistence. 
The first has to do with the middle class entangle- 
ments of the larger section of our Jewish popula- 
tion. The Jew is bourgeoisie. He cannot pro- 
letarianize himself by fiat. History has made him 
a migrant between the classes as well as among 
the nations. There are few young Jews in Amer- 
ica who have not some middle class affiliation 
within their families. As traditional middlemen, 
it is hard for us to see all reality in the grim, 
sharp outlines of the class struggle. I remember 
a conversation with Tom Mooney. I had brought 
some liberal Jewish lawyers to visit with him. 
They all expressed their wrath at the injustice of 
his imprisonment and pledged themselves to ob- 
tain his release. Instead of showing gratitude, 
Mooney blurted out in his impetuous, cocky way: 
“Work all you want for Tom Mooney but don’t 
overestimate the value of your efforts. Tom 
Mooney is a prisoner of the master class. You 
are pensioners of that class. You can’t bite the 
hand that feeds you. Tom Mooney will be freed 
when the proletariat rises, captures the govern- 
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ment and unlocks the prison doors for him and 
all other victims of the class war.” 


These Jewish liberals disagreed with Mooney. 
They kept on working for his release in the be- 
lief that a society which had permitted them to 
rise out of a poor immigrant environment would 
finally do justice to Tom Mooney. People who 
have been wage slaves all their lives and whose 
fathers have also known the whip of the task- 
master will point to Mooney’s 18 years behind the 
bars, the impotence of our high tribunals to ef- 
fect justice and the recent General Strike in San 
Francisco as positive proofs of the utter futility 
of democracy as a form of government and “‘grad- 
ualism” as a process of change. Those, however, 
who have achieved some little niche of security 
or affluence will point to the fact that Mooney is 
not dead; that he still has a chance; that the com- 
bined power of the Chamber of Commerce, cor- 
rupt press, corrupt labor unions, and the Ameri- 
can Legion could not send him to the gallows. 
They will point to the dissenting opinion of the 
State Court Justice and the hope held out 
by the U. S. Supreme Court. In other words, the 
person who recognizes any betterment in his own 
life will be inclined to believe in progress without 
violence and, if he has thought far enough, he will 
believe in the attainment of the Socialist Common- 
wealth without violence. 


This faith in “gradualism’’ so common among 
our Jews is part of the historic time-sense of 
Israel. The people who speak of their God as 
God of the fathers, Abraham, Isaac and Jacob 
are not usually discouraged by the temporary 
throwback of reaction. They understand more 
profoundly than the orthodox Marxists, the Heg- 
elian rhythm of thesis, antithesis, and synthesis. 
They refuse to accept the Soviet State as the abso- 
lute and final end-product of this process, whether 
evolutionary or revolutionary. Israel is too old 
in change to have faith in eternal static. It is 
mellow enough also to understand that the more 
sudden and sharp the change, the more severe the 
reaction. For that reason Jews are inclined to 
prefer the non-violent abolition of capitalism to 
the violent, even though they recognize the many 
forms of suffering, slow torture and death-in-life 
that obtain under capitalism. Pain to which the or- 
ganism has time to adjust itself is not, after all, 
the same as quick pain and the chaos of sudden 
transition. Historic experience as a sufferer and 
the circumstance of his marginal position, conspire 
to make the Jew a gradualist. Better a little more 
suffering along the accustomed nerves than a sud- 
den surgical operation and the long-felt shock to 
all the nerves. 

Then there is the second, and the more compell- 
ing of the special obstacles which keep the young 
Jew from Communism—the fear that the Com- 
munist State can have no sympathy for the Jewish 
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group integrity. Communists may point to the 
intriguing experiment of national self-determina- 
tion in the Soviet Union. But this is hard to be- 
lieve in face of the inevitable logic of economic 
determinism. And, in fact, a closer examination 
of the cultural pluralism in the U. S. S. R. re- 
veals that there is here a diversity of form but 
not of content. Even the Greeks could not make 
the Jew form-conscious. It might be possible to 
perform a glandular substitution in a primitive 
culture organism such as that of the Uzbeks or 
Georgians but it is a little more difficult when you 
déal with so testy a patient as Hebrew culture. 
Communists will often say that they are just as 
concerned with the cultural values of Jews as any 
one else—only first things must come first. ‘Let 
us forget history, literature, tradition,” they say, 
“and set the economic order to rights. Then we 
will turn to these other things.’ Continuity of 
tradition is the life blood of the Hebraic cultural 
organism. If you stop the heart beat long enough 
to change it to Marxist-Leninist rhythm, you kill 
the patient. The dogs which the California scien- 
tists are resurrecting may live for a while but they 
have no memory or connection with their past. 
To a Jew who has a sorach-gefuhl for Yiddish or 
Hebrew, the coordinated, castrated Yiddish cul- 
ture of Soviet Russia has no genuine kinship with 
any authentic lines of Jewish tradition—whether 
prophetic or priestly, Chassidic or Misnagid, Or- 
thodox or Reform, Zionist or Assimilationist. 


One may ask: why this insistence on cultural 
integrity? Is not economic security more impor- 
tant? Whether it is more important is a matter 
of opinion, but surely we can agree that economic 
security is primary and basic. And we can fur- 
ther agree that cultural integrity is an exotic lux- 
ury for those in whom penury and oppression has 
dessicated the emotional soil in which esthetic 
appreciation, ancestral loyalties and humor grow. 
But life does not force such harsh alternatives on 
us. Only dogmatists do. Reality is not so simply 
stratified into economic and non-economic. Nor 
do the food quest and self-interest rule so sover- 
eignly as Communists would have us believe. 
Their own Russia furnishes the example of an 
international ideology become Russified in spite of 
itself. Only last month, thousands of Saar- 
landers voted for a return to their Fatherland, 
though they knew that the vote would cost them 
much in physical and economic well-being. The 
hunger for significance through the group is as 
real as the hunger for bread and sometimes more 
compelling. There is, in fact, a group person- 
ality—a collective will to live in the herd. And 
this will is ultimately as emergent in the individu- 
al who rebels from the group as it is in the con- 
formist. Group sanctions are bred into the indi- 
vidual by a process so subtle and inter-fused that 
even a radical revolution in the educative process 
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is not sufficient to undo the conditioning in a single 
generation or several generations. The length of 
time necessary is roughly proportionate to the age 
of that tradition—and the Jews are a very old 
people. 

For all the sins that we can lay at the feet of 
this tradition and these group patterns of living, 
few of us are extrovert enough to break from 
them without great inner dislocation and conse- 
quent sense of uprootedness. And when we mas- 
ter the tradition instead of letting it master us, 
we find that it sanctions the same social objectives 
as are found in the best contemporary philoso- 
phies—even Communism. Not only does it sanc- 
tion these objectives but it supplies the dynamic 
for their fulfillment and the social apparatus by 
which they can be transmitted without waiting un- 
til every child becomes a philosopher. And when 
personal courage fails and reason is futile, it sup- 
plies the magic lift which carries a people over 
the black gulfs in their history. Consider Pale- 
stine in the light of the post-war reality. 
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Though neither the Russian or the Palestinian 
experiment bears directly on the problem of Jew- 
ish adjustment to the American scene, Palestine 
appears as more congenial to the Jew who desires 
to remain a Jew. The collective development in 
Palestine postulates the continuance of the group 
life on the foundation of a just economic order, 
while in Russia the external dogmatic trappings 
of Communist ideology creates a mental climate 
where only a superficial cultural pluralism—di- 
versity of form, similarity of essence—can thrive. 

Cultural integrity may be a highly over-rated 
commodity. Anthropologists may call it a human 
conceit. A century of real tolerance might indeed 
melt the diverse strains of men into the common 
ocean of humanity. Surrender to tyranny is an- 
other thing however. A people, like a person who 
gives up self-hood for convenience bemeans itself. 
That is why, amidst the rash of totalitarian Mes- 
siahs, Palestine is so essential to our self-fulfill- 
ment and our self-respect. 


Farewell to Folklorism: 


A Musical Piece 
M® LAZARE SAMINSKY, a member of the 


Jewish and the musical communities of New 
York City, is a busy individual. He is a musical 
folklorist who has collected numerous traditional 
melodies of the Caucasus and portions of the 
Levant and arranged them for musical perform- 
ance; he is the author of a large variety of works 
described by his publisher as ‘Philosophical and 
Mathematical Works”, “Major Musical Works 
for the Stage”, ““Major Musical Works for the 
Orchestra” and “Major Musical Works for the 
Voice and Orchestra”. Mr. Saminsky is also 
the director of music at Temple Emanu-E], 
a co-director of The League of Composers, and 
the source of what he terms “Hebrew Musical 
Activities”. These probably include the frequent 
and widespread representation, criticism and per- 
formance of music related in his eyes to the Jew. 

The most recent phase of these “Hebrew Mu- 
sical Activities” would appear to be his produc- 
tion of a book entitled “Music of the Ghetto and 
the Bible” (New York:*Bloch Publishing Com- 
pany: $2.50). Certainly, the volume is intended 
to demonstrate the existence of something of in- 
terest both to the Hebrew and the musical com- 
munities: a Hebrew musical tradition; the high 
value of the contemporaneous compositions of 
Jews which appear to be in the line of that tradi- 
tion; and the futility of all efforts of Jewish com- 
posers not in a line with it. Yet we may question 
whether Mr. Saminsky’s demonstrations will con- 
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vince all the members of the two great groups 
with which he is associated, in spite of the promi- 
nence of his position in both of them. To begin 
with, ‘Music of the Ghetto and the Bible” is 
distinguished by a dizziness of expression appar- 
ently less the consequence of a pardonable mal- 
adroitness with the English language than of a 
vagueness of meaning concealing itself beneath 
pretentious phrases. Sentences like, ““The emo- 
tional tonus of the Jewish composer is marked 
by his tragic position, one best defined as singing 
the song of Zion in exile...” (the italics are Mr. 
Saminsky’s) ; or, “In the West, the Hebrew com- 
poser’s task is weighed down with emotional and 
racial poignancy”; or statements like the one in 
which we are given to understand that four mas- 
ters, Gniéssen, Milner, Achron and Krein “hold 
Russian Jewish musical hegemony” when it is not 
at all Mr. Saminsky’s intention to inform us that 
the ascendancy of these musicians over Russian 
Jewry is a political one, much as this may be the 
circumstance—all these threaten to rank the book 
with such humorous masterpieces as Edward 
Lear’s “Nonsense Stories”. And each of these 
blurry sentences can be matched with many others 
scattered through the little volume. Again, we 
find Mr. Saminsky asserting that the hymn 4 
solis ortu was composed for the funeral of Charle- 
magne in the year 800, suggesting thus that the 
venerable composition resulted from an unfortu- 
nate speculation, since the great Frankish emperor 
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lived till 814; and we also find him attributing the 
“creation of the historical opera’’, itself the work 
of Monteverde in 1642, to Meyerbeer, and stating 
as proven facts such sheer hypotheses as the one 
(the italics are our own) that “Benedetto Mar- 
cello looked for a melodic basis for his beautiful 
psalms in the synagogue in Venice, and more 
than a thousand years earlier, St. Ambrose of 
Milan and Pope Gregory the Great adopted the 
Hebrew cantillation of the Bible for their plain- 
chant.” These and other boners make his scholar- 
ship appear a little less than thorough. Then, 
finding him quoting, in the course of a most sen- 
tentious paragraph, the first two lines of Goethe’s 
“Lied des Harfners”’ as 
“Der nie sein Brot mit Traehnen asz, 


Nie die kummervollen Naechte’’, 


one is led to wonder whether his ear may not 
have a certain insensitivity, rendering it an un- 
trustworthy judge? For, while it might seem pos- 
sible, despite the fact that ‘“‘Wer nie sein Brot mit 
Traehnen asz”’ has been set by Schubert, by Schu- 
mann, and by Hugo Wolf, for a musician, es- 
pecially a non-German one, to possess a fine ear 
and still be ignorant or uncertain of the words 
of this famous and frequently quoted lyric, it 
would seem impossible for a finely hearing mu- 
sician to be able to quote the poem, as Mr. Samin- 
sky does, in Mr. Saminsky’s version of it, without 
observing that that version, apart from its verbal 
incorrectness, was depriving a piece of regular 
iambic verse of its beat, and without feeling the 
omission of a syllable at the beginning of the 
second line: the first syllable of an iambic foot 
at that! 


Moreover, the book fairly teems with incon- 
sistencies and contradictions. On one page we 
learn that through having “forced his creation 
through the channel of Black Melos”, Louis 
Gruenberg has turned “mouthpiece of the Negro, 
his soul, its prank and pain’: and on another, 
we are informed that “the popular American 
Negro song is not African, but eminently Ameri- 
can and notably Anglo-Celtic”. In one place, Mr. 
Saminsky cites a long passage from an article 
written by himself in 1914, and brought to date 
by a.mere footnote asking the present reader 
to “make allowance for the too swift and too 
broad inductions of a youth and also for the flare 
of an early, pugnacious nationalism’’, in the course 
of which we learn that “of the sojourn of the 
forefathers of the Polish and Lithuanian Jew 

. among the peoples of Mid-Europe, in Lor- 
raine and in the Rhineland . . . one finds no reflec- 
tion in the Jewish folksong”; while on another 
page he says that “the tendency of the Adonoy 
Moloch mode (a ‘dominant Hebrew tonality’ con- 
spicuous in ‘countless Sabbath evening services’ ) 
to lapse at times into pure major should be at- 
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tributed to the influence of the Minnesong on the 
Medieval Hebrew chant’. 


Again, on one page, we read “It is not messian- 
ism, but missionism, that destroys Jewish music 
now’: and on another, “Possibly it is a missionary 
task for the new Jewish music . . . to help in 
restoring the ancient water-way of our tonal civili- 
zation’ —(whatever Mr. Saminsky may mean by 
that). “Such a by-role of Hebrew musical renais- 
sance would be a noble and useful ‘hebraization’ 
of the tonal West.’’ Elsewhere the words go, 
“The formal and rhythmic mind of the Hebrew 
race has a taste for neatness of line and for struc- 
tural order which seem to be the patrimony of 
Western man”’; to be contraditted by such a state- 
ment as, ‘“The influence of Islam is responsible 
for a new metric neatness which impressed itself 
on Jewish song in the later part of the Middle 
Ages, and helped to crystallize the coming Jewish 
folksong and its forms.’ And so forth, on page 
after page. This is characteristic self-contradic- 
tion and incoherence. 

Still, Mr. Saminsky, due to his interpretative 
and folkloristic work, has a standing and remains 
a conspicuous person in the musical world, and 
one whose words, no matter how dizzy, will have 
a certain weight. His “Hebrew Musical Activi- 
ties’ and above all, his probably entirely uncon- 
scious habit of couching arguments in language 
inevitably tending to excite patriotic emotion in 
the loyal Jew, also assures “‘Music of the Ghetto 
and the Bible’ of credit in the strictly Jewish 
world. Thus, this incoherent and irresponsible 
little book becomes a matter for critical examina- 
tion and comment. We are obliged to point out 
that the truths which are the objects of Mr. Samin- 
sky’s present demonstration are, as far as they 
can be distinguished, suspicious. 

Take the existence of an Hebraic musical tradi- 
tion. This Mr. Saminsky affirms in consequence of 
having discovered in Jewish liturgical and popular 
music through the Middle Ages, the persistency 
of two modes, neither of which is distinguishable 
from Greek modes, and one of which verges con- 
tinually on the ordinary major scale; and also 
on the discovery of some beautiful ancient ritual 
music in the Caucasus and the land of Yemen. 
Thus, he decides, that “like any other manifesta- 
tion of the Hebrew spirit, Jewish music has two 
angles,” which he names the Hebraic and the 
Judaic. The one, the “building substance of the 
age-old religious melos—emanates from the spirit- 
ually immovable, the rigid stem of the racial 
mind”. The other, the Judaic, is the idiom of 
the folksong born in the latest ghetto, distilled 
from new domestic melody picked up on the high- 
ways east of Suez and north of Gibraltar and of 
the Bosphorus”. The one is linear, seminal; the 
other “mainly a color bearer”. The “new Jewish 
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composition is tempered by these two flames”. 

The corollary of this “truth” is that composers 
of Jewish blood can be only “Hebraic”, “Judaic”, 
or pseudo-national mouthpieces, that is, mouth- 
pieces of peoples other than the Jewish one; in 
which case their music ‘“‘never rings quite true, 
when listened to honestly”. It seems that the 
use by such Jewish composers as Schoenberg, 
Mahler, Milhaud, Copland, Gershwin etc., of ma- 
terial having no obvious resemblance to Hebraic 
or Judaic material known to Mr. Saminsky, makes 
them “pseudo-national mouthpieces.” For exam- 
ple: the trouble with Gershwin’s f-major piano 
concerto according to Mr. Saminsky is not that 
it is a lot of preluding, but that while in the “‘fasti- 
dious”’ first theme one “senses a subtle Yiddish- 
ism,” the inclusion of a “flat exotic undervoice” 
from the Spanish Cappricio, debases what might 
otherwise be a “personal style’’. Still, the Judaism 
of these pseudo-national mouthpieces is manifested 
by their “ultra-progressive pose’, since the ‘“‘mim- 
icry of modernism” is “‘a sort of Jewishness that 
hides its passport and screens its physiognomy” ! 

In any case, there is “no trace of that 
proud and poised old (Hebraic) melos, in the 
masterful and harsh, temporal and domineering 
(1!) voices of a Schoenberg, a Gruenberg, a Mil- 
haud.” Their “creation is of a definite and unmi- 
tigated Judaic essence’. However, there are 
“germs of an Hebraic sort”’, in the Jewish classics, 
Mendelssohn and Meyerbeer, Halevi and Ruben- 
stein, “in spite of their timidity of racial self-as- 
sertion”; especially it would seem in those pas- 
sages of their work which are referable to some 
chant of the Ashkenazim of mid-Europe, or of 
whose ancestry one can be “quite certain”. The 
rest was a mistake, full in the case of Mendels- 
sohn, that “priest of a deliberately collected, fri- 
gid style”, of a “musty Germanism”’; and he with 
the rest of the group, failed of success; they did 
not, as it appears to Mr.Saminsky they ought 
have, become “great composers in the Hebraic 
medium”. 


The great composers in this “medium”, would 
seem to be, besides Ernest Bloch, who Mr. Samin- 
sky confesses, has his faults, the Russian-Jewish 
group with which Mr. Saminsky is closely associat- 
ed: Milner, Gniéssen, Krein, Achron. These “rep- 
resent the true musical Israel to-day; they are its 
best or even its only real voice”. The fact that 
these Russian “representatives of Israel”’ are some- 
what mildly talented, that none of them has com- 
posed anything comparable in form and expression 
to Schoenberg’s d-minor quartet or Milhaud’s 
“La Création du Monde”, does not bother Mr. 
Saminsky. What charms him is that “in Gniés- 
sen’s creative self an undercurrent of a racial men- 
tality is always sensed. And upon some of his 
works, elements of Hebrew melos have been 
grafted deliberately. In these . . . pages, there 
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is a sharp sacramental undertone that leaves no 
doubt of its racial source”. Here is the crux: 
these ‘“‘four masters holding Russian Jewish mu- 
sical hegemony” are folklorists: they have “struck 
native subsoil”, by which Mr. Saminsky means 
that they have “literally absorbed lovable Hebrew 
refrains or segments of Biblical melos’’; and in- 
cluded “fragrant breezes of our sacred song’’; 
and “delicately stylized Jewish themes” and 
“gravitated toward Hebrew melos”’ in “‘the effort 
to incept the latter’s harmonic aroma and accent”. 
Thus, they ‘represent the true musical Israel’’; 
“Every Jewish composer who aspires to represent 
his people in a distinguished way” is advised of 
the necessity of emulating them in living in “close 
connection with the racial song” and “saturating 
himself with its essence.” This will “bring about 
a renascent tonal culture”. Just what the young 
composer is to do with this “Hebraic melos”’ is 
not specified. But from one or two passages one 
gathers that he is to apply it to his work in the 
way that a cook applies a dash of lemon or pap- 
rika to a dish; “‘it is enough” says Saminsky, “‘to 
watch the transfiguration of the entire spirit in 
Achron’s Stempenyu-suite . . . to see the swift, 
invigorating power of the old religious melos, 
when even a drop of its intonation is injected”. 
Thus, Mr. Saminsky’s entire slovenly argument 
reveals itself as a clumsy defense—rationalization 
—consecration, of the typically external method 
by which that rapidly disappearing phenomenon, 
the folkloristic composer, tries, or has been trying 
for decades, to arrive at “nationalistic”? musical 
expressions. 

Let us explain our terms “folkloristic’” and 
“nationalistic” at this point: it is a pity that the 
subject obliges us to use such technical terms. 
By the folkloristic composer, we usually mean a 
composer more scholarly than creative, who, fol- 
lowing in the lead of nationalistic musical expres- 
sions, seeks on the basis of folklore and arche- 
ology, to arrive at the kind of expression that is 
spontaneous and natural in the nationalistic mu- 
sician. This, the nationalistic expression, is repre- 
sented by dramatic scores like Wagner’s ‘‘Meister- 
singer’; Moussorgsky’s “Boris Goudonow’”’; 
Strawinsky’s ‘‘Petrushka” and “Les Noces”; and 
by instrumental works such as Chopin’s mazour- 
kas and polonaises; Smetana’s tone-poems; De- 
bussy’s “Homage a Rameau”; components of 
Bloch’s ‘Jewish Cycle”; Charles Ives’ “Concord 
Sonata” and some of his orchestral pieces; and 
certain works by other composers. 

It is music which, more or less with the aid 
of extra-musical means, and through musical 
forms or characteristics in most though not in all 
instances related to the nation of the composer, 
imparts to the auditor some conception of that 
nation. Thus its generic name. Behind it one 
seems to find a number of springheads: 1) The 
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discovery by a composer of “local man” as op- 
posed to ‘“‘man in general” in the persons of his 
neighbors, kinsmen, fellow-citizens; 2) The love 
on the part of the discoverer, of this “local man”, 
his character, his humor, his peculiar power, and 
of their expressions musical as well as moral, 
popular as well as artistic, particularly such as 
have become known to the discoverer in the nat- 
ural course of his own life; 3) The feeling of a 
unity amid apparently divergent past as well as 
present expressions of this beloved “local man” 
(in Wagner’s Meistersinger, for instance, that 
of the unity of three hundred years of German 
music from the Protestant chorale to himself, of 
the spirit of the minnesingers, the mastersingers, 
Martin Luther and Hans Sachs, and of the knight- 
ly class, the burghers, and the people). And 4) 
a conception of this unity in a form embodying 
or symbolizing the forms which have revealed 
this unity. Then 5) The impulse to impart this 
conception in all its excitement and splendor. 
Behind these immediate sources of nationalistic 
music, we in turn perceive still others, the chief 
of which would appear to the development of in- 
dividualism, both in the spirit of the composer 
and of his social group. The discovery of “local 
man” for example, would seem to be the direct 
consequence of the individual’s inevitable discov- 
ery of his own identity and his relation to his 
social group, its way of life, its ideas, its expres- 
sions and its soil; while behind the picture of the 
national entity giving form to his discoveries, 
there would appear to lie a democratic movement, 
in the nation at large, unconsciously substituting 
for the person of the monarch the idea of the 
nation itself as the object of common allegiance, 
and unconsciously influencing the production on 
the part of its artists, of some sort of symbol 
of the national being. We are encouraged in 
this diagnosis by the fact that a great literary 
expression of nationalism, Shakespeare’s chronicle 
plays, preceded by only a few decades, the na- 
tional revolt against the concept of “the divine 
right of kings’; that “Die Meistersinger” came 
out of the strongly democratic Germany of the 
1860's and even expresses, in Sachs’ last speech, 
an aversion for monarchism and a substitution 
as the symbol of unity, of master-work that was 
“Deutsch, und echt”; that “Boris Goudonow” 
appeared after the liberation of the serfs and dur- 
ing years when Russians for the first time felt 
their country their own; that musical nationalism 
in France followed the final discredit of both the 
houses of Bourbon and of Bonaparte; while 
Spanish musical nationalism pretty thoroughly co- 
incides with the establishment of the republic etc. 
But, whatever their roots, nationalistic composi- 
tions invariably are spontaneously generated for- 
mal unities reflecting together with an actual na- 
tional unity all the natural causes which brought 
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them to birth, especially that love and compre- 
hension of neighbor, kinsman, fellow-citizen, that 
was so cardinal a motive of their creation. 

Now, the folkloristic composer has none of 
this love, this sense of unity; had he, he would 
not be folklorizing. Indeed, he is actually seek- 
ing for what the nationalist naturally has, natural- 
ly feels; (folklorism may be defined as a unity 
sought after in the racial past, in the racial 
depths). Therefore, his keen interest in the folk- 
song, in the archaic form of his race’s or nation’s 
music and in all sorts of relics of its pagan past. 
For never having experienced the nationalist’s 
feeling of unity, he conceives the feeling of unity 
which reaches him from nationalistic work not so 
much the consequence of the composer’s spirit, 
as of the antiquity, the simon-purity of the tradi- 
tional material the nationalist has used. Indeed, 
it is very important to him that he arrive at a 
clear conception of the racial or national tradition, 
for the older the material he unearths, the more 
it seems to him to partake of and communicate, 
the racial or national essence. Hence, too, his 
readiness to believe that everything not demon- 
strably racial in the music of the composers of his 
own race is ‘foreign’, “‘false’’, ‘““pseudo-national’’. 
For does he not believe that only that which is old, 
traditional and of clear lineage is true, virtuous, 
and able to give that sense of national unity which 
he demands of all music? And hence, also, his 
naive belief that the use of folk and other tradi- 
tional material constitutes him and his kind, na- 
tionalists: if they are Jews, “representatives of 
Israel’. And hence, too, his eager efforts to 
convince himself and the world of the rightness 
of his conceptions. For the world is not easily 
deceived into taking the folkloristic composite for 
the whole-sprung real thing. Rimsky-Korsakoff, 
the greatest of all folkloristic composers, and 
incidentally Mr. Saminsky’s patron saint, is recog- 
nizedly cold and unmoving besides Mous- 
sorgsky: and the result of the Hungarian, English, 
Spanish and Latin-American folkloristic composi- 
tion of the last decades, both as regards the pub- 
lic and the life of music, are lamentably small. 
Indeed, the smallness of the returns of the method 
may be thought to be the cause of its growing 
desuetude. Folklorism is certainly dropping away 
on all sides; and Mr. Saminsky’s “Music of the 
Ghetto and the Bible” may safely be thought to 
constitute a final demonstration on the part of 
what may be hoped to be the last racial group of 
composers afflicted by the sad delusion that music 
can be built up deliberately, on the basis of a 
style laboriously assembled from traditional and 
folk-songs, and by the side of the lamp. 

ATTENTION! 


The Jewish Frontier will print letters which are especially inter- 
esting and concise. It invites the contributions of new as well as 
accepted writers in prose and verse—and the work of artists. MSS 
must be accompanied by return postage. 
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FOR THIS CORRUPTIBLE... 


The wind comes over the hills, the living wind 

. That is like nothing alive, not even the flying 

Life borne on its shoulder, the brief wings 

That lapse at last, are folded at last, at last, 

nesting or lying torn, are left behind. 

Nothing human is here. This soft insurgence, 

Mounting the cliffs, taking the trees like lovers’ 

Hands in play, rioting gently, seizing 

And loosing,— 

Builds to no purpose, 

Hurries, stays, or hovers 

For nothing’s sake. 

And under the wind, the river, 

Blown and clouded, flows as it must, inhuman 

Too, as time, 

Whose power molds even 

The stones that sleep in the steep mines of heaven, 

But nothing remembers, nothing understands. 

Yes, and above the river, beyond the wind, 

The skies renew their ancient splendour, speaking 

Syllables that confuse the heart, 

Then lay 

A hush upon it with their leonine peace. 

Oh, heart, 

. On this wind will you ride 

Past earth’s confusions? 

Into this river 

Will you cast your burden, and be eased? 

Will you, leaning upon these skies that are 

The bountiful tender bosom of majesty, 

Come to your rest? 

But the heart looks 

Backward, where the known world 

Trembles and turns; 

Constrained to unrest, burns 

For what is poor, brief, brutish, corruptible. 

And by this curse it thinks it may be blessed. 
BABETTE DEUTSCH 


GENEALOGY WON'T HELP 


ANTING after American nativity, a species of Jewish 
“Nordic” among us has lately pounced with consider- 
able ardor upon library genealogy. It exhumes musty 
documents and agonizes over the little printed word. . . 
“Where, oh where, has somebody's revolutionary grand- 
father, or someone’s revolutionary grandson married the 
fifth cousin of my Jewish great-grandmother?”’ This spe- 
cies has long been fed up with a rather commonplace 
Canaanite ancestry, and admission into the ranks of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution would be pleasant, 
even if bought. It would suit some Jews very nicely to 
increase their genealogical distance from ‘‘Pollacks’, ‘‘Lit- 
vacks” and other’ social categories not authentically Portu- 
guese-Jewish . Hence, they dig up a graveyard of dubious 
forbears, fearful of something as plebian as Poles and 
Germans, hopeful of annexing any worthy—even from 
Brazil. . . 
Why this passion for 17th century Portugal and Brazil 
and this cold-shoulder to Canaan? The pages of a new 
quarterly, with the strikingly Jewish name of St. Charles, 


say 100% Americans like yourselves. 
you hate, we, too, heartily dislike. 
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explains everything. St. Charles is the name of the vessel 
which, in earlier days, transported to New Amsterdam a 
group of Portugese Jews driven from Brazil. Consequently, 
the refugee ship called St. Charles became a Jewish May- 
flower. Now the descendants of those unfortunate exiles 
have created a periodical and resurrected a name which 
writes out passports of the highest respectability. 


The careful reader of “St. Charles’ finds plenty of 
further implicit elucidation when he is told that the editors 
are ready not only to facilitate the genealogical detective 
work of readers, but that they can also “help” them with 
“applications for membership in patriotic societies”. The 
idea, plainly, is to grasp at any little branch of an American 
genealogical tree and find a soft spot in any patriotic club. 
A good family in the historical past, and pleasant company 
in the historical present is the frank motto of good “St. 
Charles”. It needs no pointing out that both goals are 
of the same cloth. True, the quest seems to point to some 
heroic Yesterday, but it is more likely that it points to 
some less strenuous Today. Indeed, blue bloods have 
always betrayed this peculiarity of choice. 

It all amounts to this: these ancestor worshippers have 
lost their sense of security. Jewish assimilationists in 
Europe are bankrupt and anxiety vibrates in the American 
equivalent. Hence a flight to the consolations of the past 
and an effort to stem the tides of disaster with the paper 
walls of genealogical records. It amounts to saying to the 
Sons and Daughters of the American Revolution and to 
the leadership of American Fascism: 


“You cannot class us among the undersirables and ra- 
dicals. Nor are we of the class of Jews whom you choose 
to hate. In fact we are Jews of a choice species, not to 

The kind of Jews 
We have nothing in 
common with them. Not only are we socially distinct 
from them, but so is our very past. They were immigrants 
from Europe but our great-grandparents were good 
Americans. If your (we mean our) Pilgrim Fathers came 
in the Mayflower, ours came in the St. Charles. Please 
don’t confuse us with foreigners.” 

As long as the great, humbler Jewish masses are dealt 
with amiably they are tolerated as poor relations. The St. 
Charlesites dole out some charitable gift, lecture them a 
bit, Americanize them. At any rate they do not ordinarily 
go about shouting: “We are not this type of Jew at all, we 
are—from Brazil.’ But times change; Jews become a 
“public scandal” ; the first instinct is to shake off the burden. 
In the days of the Dearborn Independent, there suddenly 
began ‘o appear in the American press articles relating to 
Eastern and Western Jews. The Eastern Jews were made 
the target of all kinds of slander and libel. The Western 
Jews, especially the Portuguese and the Sephardic Yahudim, 
on the other hand, were elevated almost to the state of 
Nordics. 

Now the same story repeats itself, only in a more pro- 
nounced fashion. Fearful that their privileges might be 
taken away from them (rich Jews at all times and in all 
places were privileged Jews) they turn for protection to 
the Sons and Daughters of the American Revolution. They 
look for it in the old lineage of the St. Charles. They 
pretend that they are interested only in history and genea- 
ology. In reality, however, they have more practical and 
sordid interests. They are preparing for the eventuality 
of anti-semitism in this country. They repeat the mistakes 
of their brothers and mentors, the Jewish assimilationists 
of Germany. For German Jews also wanted to satisfy the 
appetite of Hitler by offering the Eastern Jews as a sacri- 
fice. It did not help them. The Nazis sought something 
more substantial. 

The family papers of St. Charles won’t help either. 

S. NIGER 
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Economics of Anti-Semitism 


(IN HIS ARTICLE, Jews Without Jobs, Jewish Frontier, 
December 1934, Dr. Rubinow said: “A small minority 
in the field of big business, an increasing number in hectic 
salesmanship, an unwilling drift to factory work, and a 
growing intellectual proletariat without permanent occupa- 
pation, this, for all we know, may be the future economic 
position of the Jew if the present tendencies continue un- 
abated. Is there anything we can do about it?’ Dr. 
Rubinow now continues his analysis by proceeding to a 
general theoretical answer to this question. He is still 
considering the problem in the setting of the immediate 
past: by a retroactive examination of the whole American 
scene to which we are inevitably bound as an economic part; 
by avowal of our amazing statistical poverty; by an em- 
phasis on the fact that this is the end of an era of laissez- 
faire. Dr. Rubinow stresses the shift of anti-semitism “from 
religion to biology and from both to economics.” In a 
forthcoming issue the Jewish Frontier will present Dr. 
Rubinow’s next step in his answer “What We Can Do.” 

—The Editors) 


Att FACTIONS agree that there is a Jewish 

problem in the United States. Even the 
non-Jew and the professional anti-semite accept 
this fact. The problem was not created in a day: 
conditions responsible for it have been brewing in 
American life for some time, although we have 
rather suddenly become conscious of them. A 
social problem, embracing the life of several mil- 
lions, necessarily has many aspects and implica- 
tions. In America it may be considered from the 
religious, biologic, psychologic and economic 
points of view, all important, of course. But there 
are at least three factors which represent the 
Jewish problems: 1) the emotional and cultural 
make-up of the Jew; 2) the relation of the over- 
whelming majority of the American people to 
the Jewish minority; and perhaps 3) as a final 
conditioning force, the power of the Jew for self- 
analysis and appreciation of the preceding two 
factors. In this inquiry we ask particularly, how- 
ever, what are the prospects for a satisfactory 
economic future for the Jewish community in the 
United States? For it is obvious that the econ- 
omic future of American Jewry is necessarily 
closely interwoven with the future of the entire 
American people. 


I. 
The American Crisis in General 


ONLY five years ago a large body of recognized 
experts in this country published two compre- 
hensive volumes on Recent Economic Changes. 
Their contributions, when read in the light of 
contemporary events, might as well have been 
written’ by Will Rogers. Whatever other use 
their tomes may serve, they stand on my desk as a 
practical reminder of the need for humility. 


®@ by |. M. Rubinow 


We are all conscious of tremendous economic 
and social changes taking place in our own day 
for which we have found a catchy designation in 
the words, The New Deal. Under the magnetic 
influence of the historic inaugural address of over 
a year ago, and the one hundred days of legisla- 
tion which followed, many of us were ready to 
adopt the New Deal as a definite trend and out- 
line of the inevitable progress of the future. By 
this time we have sobered up to the extent of rec- 
ognizing that there are definite conflicting forces 
in our American economic life. Theoretical dis- 
cussion of the “economy of abundance” emerge 
at the very time when some twenty-five million 
people lead a miserable existence on a public dole 
and the proud American standards of living have 
shown alarming shrinkage. That curtailment of 
the processes of wealth production has become 
necessary as one way of meeting the problem of 
mass poverty, is not simply an economic error of 
one or many brains. It is a result of fundamental 
contradictions which confront American people 
and perhaps humanity at large, as a result of 
unreconciled group conflicts. 

In spite of apparently unlimited powers of pro- 
duction, national wealth has been shrinking. It 
is doubtful whether we shall continue, at least as 
a nation, to get richer from day to day, as in the 
past. The whole question of distribution of na- 
tional income is up for consideration. The strug- 
gle between capital and labor, between rural and 
urban communities, between large and small em- 
ployers, between skilled and unskilled labor, all 
these conflicts are on the horizon. The great 
American middle class, for many years the back- 
bone of American democracy, is suddenly confron- 
ted by a problem of overproduction. 

In the past every severe crisis in American life 
has led to further concentration of wealth in few 
hands. Will this depression be an exception? 
Will we be able to achieve a more equitable dis- 
tribution of wealth and, what is even more im- 
portant, a more equitable distribution of the na- 
tional income? Will technological progress re- 
sult in increased production and consumption of 
material goods, or must it be met by immediate 
drastic reduction of hours of labor and perhaps 
the additional by-product of a permanent depend- 
ent class? Will the over-supply of urban labor 
power reverse the trend of the last 100 years for 
rapid urbanization and send millions of people 
back to the land, or will the curtailment of world 
markets for agrciultural products on the contrary 
increase the flow of labor power from the eff- | 
cient farm into the already over-crowded city? 
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Will the increased production of graduates from 
a thousand American colleges and universities re- 
sult merely in an increased consumption of those 
spiritual goods — arts, sciences and literature — 
or, on the other hand, perhaps produce an over- 
supply of intellectual proletariat, dissatisfied and 
unhappy because of the contrast between culti- 
vated desires and limited opportunities? Are we 
all to grow richer in material and spiritual goods, 
or perhaps poorer because of excessive competi- 
tion, and what may be the social results of this 
accentuated struggle for existence? 


II 
The Poverty of Jewish Statistics 


Into this malestrom of economic and social- 


conflicts is injected the problem of special condi- 
tions affecting the Jewish community. Every one 
of these conflicts inevitably affects the Jewish com- 
munity as well. We have our cultural, economic, 
professional, political and social differentiations, 
with this additional difficulty: Though we may 
have some general impressions, we lack the basic 
information, the facts of the past and present of 
American Jewry. This absence of knowledge is 
our first Jewish problem, and, one may say, de- 
cisively a problem of our own making. 

The need for exact information on conditions 
of Jewish life in America is our need. The obliga- 
tion to get that information is our obligation. 
How has American Jewry met it? There are a 
number of thorough students of economic and 
social problems in American universities who be- 
long to the Jewish group. They have specialized 
in a great many problems. They have written a 
great many books and innumerable articles, some 
on important subjects. But how many studies 
of American Jewish reality may be found in that 
growing library? The layman’s attitude has 
been equally negative. For many years, during 
years of prosperity, when Jewish money was free- 
ly flowing into all kinds of philanthropic and com- 
munal undertakings of greater and lesser value, 
I tried to obtain some support for an investigation 
of the position of the academic Jew in the United 
States. But it proved impossible to raise the 
smallest sum; it was impossible to interest a single 
organization or influential individual in the pro- 
ject. Four years ago, before unemployment 
reached the present gigantic figure, B’nai Brith 
endeavored to organize Jewish leadership to study 
the problem of economic discrimination against 
the Jew. Apparently the leading organizations 
were interested. A great deal of noise was made, 
and is still being made, about reported individual 
cases of discrimination, but among all the Jewish 
organizations and with all the Jewish philanthro- 
pists available it was impossible to raise the sum 
of even $10,000 to make a study of this character. 

When, three years ago, the subject of economic 
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and industrial status of American Jewry was plac- 
ed on the program of the National Conference 
of Jewish Social Service, it was pathetic as well as 
comical to find that all who had been asked to 
discuss the subject were writing hysterically to 
each other in quest of information. If any ma- 
terial was found, it was largely in the Yiddish 
press which at least showed a sane appreciation of 
the importance of such a problem. As far as 
the so-called Anglo-Jewish press was concerned, 
problems of economic and social life might have 
been non-existent. 


All of this is no mere coincidence. It was, 
and perhaps remains, the result of certain well- 
defined attitudes. There were those who said: 
we do not need any more statistics, we know the 
facts. And others felt, what is the use of exag- 
gerating? The Jews have had no difficulty in 
America in finding opportunities. It is a matter 
of individual worth. And still others, more sig- 
nificantly, felt it was best to let sleeping dogs lie. 
Do not call the attention of the American people 
to the situation, they said. You are bound to make 


it worse. All of these attitudes borrowed from 


the instinctive behavior of the ostrich. All hoped 
to avoid a social problem by denying it. 


III 
The End of An Era 


Nevertheless, the general tendencies of past 
economic life in the United States are fairly fa- 
miliar. There was the Jewish peddler who grew 
into a country store-keeper and perhaps into an 
owner of a large department store. There was 
the influx of Jewish labor, unskilled both in the 
technique of its handicraft as well as in the tech- 
nique of labor organizations in the needle trades. 
There were the 1001 tailors who have become 
ready-made clothing magnates. There were the 
successful owners of nickelodeons now producing 
million dollar films in the suburbs of Hollywood. 
There was the continuous flow from lower to up- 
per economic strata, from work to commerce 
or manufacture, and from commerce into pro- 
fessions, arts and sciences. There has even been 
a slow and somewhat more deliberate and planned 
current of Jewish energy from city to. country, 
from industry to agriculture. Jewish farming is 
by now no longer a subject for the joke papers. 
There are, in other words, a great many cross 
currents in our economic life as in the life of all 
the American people. The trouble is that there 
is so little material for appraising the compara- 
tive forces of these various currents. 

The fundamental principle of American de- 
mocracy finds its economic expression in the ideal 
that every human being, irrespective of race, re- 
ligion, color or previous condition of servitude, 
may reach the highest level to which his ability, 
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and perhaps opportunity and blind chance, lead. 
Why, then, should the 4 million Jews, out of 
all the 125 million in this country, be forced to 
abandon these natural rights of free American cit- 
izenship ? 

There are at least two answers to this legiti- 
mate question——the first a general answer applying 
to all America, and the second a specific and Jew- 
ish one. To begin with, it may as well be recog- 
nized that America is no longer a country of un- 
limited economic opportunities for the individual. 
Apparently the new spirit of American people will 
not favor unlimited opportunities for enrichment 
of the few at the expense of the many. Unre- 
stricted economic individualism is in the process of 
being abandoned. Mere chance or mere competi- 
tive advantage of the stronger over the weaker 
cannot be allowed to remain the basis of occupa- 
tional distribution of our people. 

Inevitably that holds true of Jewish youth as 
well. The small store-keeper is no longer assured 
of his chance of building up a large and independ- 
ent business. The chain stores have created a 
new conditioning factor. Neither can every con- 
tractor, beginning with the members of the family 
working in his own apartment, look forward to a 
future as a large employer. Bright young men 
and women can no longer enter college with an 
assurance that in four or five or six years they 
will acquire assured as well as competent live- 
lihoods as doctors, lawyers, teachers or even as 
rabbis. America has seen many crises in agri- 
culture, many crises in wage standards. It is now 
facing a similar crisis in professional occupations. 


IV 
Anti-Semitism Shifts to Economics 


So far the problem is not specifically Jewish. 
But our real problem, our own problem, is the fact 
that superimposed on those general economic con- 
ditions are the special circumstances of Jewish life 
and the relations between the Jewish minority and 
the non-Jewish overwhelming majority. There is 
the specific problem of the relation of that major- 
ity to the minority which some of us hesitate to 
describe by its ugly but inescapable term of anti- 
semitism. 

I shall not undertake at this time to go into 
any analysis of the causes of this anti-semitic 
movement. But we are confronted with an open 
and organized movement, and an objective study 
of it demonstrates that whatever its sources, its 
rationalizations and defenses have been shifting. 
They have been shifting from religion to biology, 
and from both to economics. 

Left uncontrolled this new situation may result 
in the artificial direction of Jewish energy into a 
limited number of channels. That need not neces- 
sarily mean that we shall be deprived entirely of 
an opportunity for making a decent living. Per- 
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haps our energy, our persistency, our general 
power of adaptibility, may enable us to meet the 
situation in some way. One thing is apparently 
certain, at least for the immediate future. So long 
as the Jews remain a distinct group, even though 
they are an integral part of the American people, 
so long as they apparently want to remain a group 
with some distinctive characteristics and group 
functions, their role in American life, economic 
and social, will be appraised as a group and not 
merely on the merits of individual persons. It 
may be that these characteristics of ours might en- 
able every one of us to acquire a privileged posi- 
tion in American life. Supposing that were pos- 
sible? What would be the inevitable result of 
such a situation upon group relationships? 

It is not the upper ten per cent that do the hard 
and productive work of the world. They are 
there largely because of their ability to skim the 
milk. So long as the struggle for existence re- 
mains as bitter as it is today, so long as the econ- 
omic problems of the country remain unsolved, 
there will be an instinctive mass resentment 
against the successful few. A group consisting of 
successful department store-keepers, manufactur- 
ers, successful professionals, and soft-handed, 
white collar workers, will necessarily concentrate 
upon itself a lion’s share of this resentment sup- 
ported by all the time-worn prejudices against the 
Jew which we have inherited from earlier ages. 
One may say, of course, that this is inevitable, 
that it is the price one has to pay for group pre- 
servation, but one may wonder whether we should 
deliberately make it our choice to pay the price 
for the sake of a privileged economic condition. 
We may succeed by education in overcoming the 
effects of the crucification myth, in destroying the 
influence of preposterous blood accusations. Per- 
haps our colleges, with all their professors of an- 
thropology and biology, may even destroy the 
Aryan myth. And yet, our position may remain 
an unhappy and uncertain one until we do our part 
of the world’s work. 

From the point of view of the group as a whole 
the Jewish farmer and the Jewish workman may 
be a greater asset than the successful Jewish bank- 
er or manufacturer or an excessive number of 
Jewish lawyers and physicians. No one would 
suggest a forced leveling of Jewish economic ef- 
fort; but the present striving upward is also forc- 
ed. Surely it is not always justified by individual 
and outstanding capacity. The desire to achieve 
a satisfactory economic status cannot and need 
not be suppressed. Neither should the desire to 
lead a cultivated life which, in the future, will not 
be incompatible with physical labor. 

The “dignity of labor” is a phrase that has 
been discredited, often made ridiculous by the 
mouthings of political orators. Nevertheless it 
stands for something new, for a different environ- 
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ment, like that of Palestine or Russia. Dignity of 
labor cannot be an empty phrase especially for a 
group which has grown up in an atmosphere of 
excessive reverence for book knowledge and schol- 
asticism. 

Economic forces are tending in this direction. 
The rapid breakdown in the possibilities of inde- 
pendent petty trading, the overproduction and ex- 
cessive competition within certain professions, 
and even the social resistance caused by the exces- 
sive influx of the Jews into these professions, all 
create conditions which may give a pragmatic sup- 
port to what otherwise might remain merely an 
abstract program. The ready acceptance of the 
ideal of a new occupational redistribution by Ger- 
man Jewry, perhaps the most white-collared and 
soft-handed part of the Jewry of the world, may 
show how far changes in economic conditions can 
affect changes in individual] as well as group ideals. 

It goes without saying that no arbitrary assign- 
ment of sensitive human beings to tasks can or 
should be undertaken, nor should it be done light- 
ly in any case. It must be based upon thorough 
study of economic conditions, of social tendencies 
as well as individual idiosyncrasies. The econ- 
omist who is conscious of the social implications 
of economic life — and particularly the Jewish 
economist who cannot disregard the peculiar prob- 
lems arising out of group relationships — may 
point out to the Jewish social worker that the 
problem of scientific vocational guidance can be- 
come at least as important, if not more important 
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than the wise guidance in romantic and matrimo- 
nial complications to which social work has been 
dedicating itself so assiduously the last ten years. 

We are, as far as one is capable of judging, not 
yet approaching an era of social peace. On the 
contrary, there are a good many reasons to believe 
that in the very striving of democracy for a more 
equitable solution of the problems which confront 
it, a great deal of social strife will develop in the 
immediate future, whatever the final milennium 
may be and whenever it may come. In this at- 
mosphere of economic and social strife the econ- 
omically privileged minority may be placed in a 
defensive position. When this atmosphere of 
strife is fed by all the existing racial, national and 
religious prejudices which have accumulated for 
centuries, the position of the Jewish prosperous 
upper and middle classes will not be a very happy 
one even though it may be made safe by legal or 
political guarantees. For neither an individual 
nor a group can live by this status. Morally and 
ethically the injustices of the Jewish problem con- 
stitute a problem that confronts the Christian 
world as well as ourselves. Practically, however, a 
Christian community may continue to live a nor- 
mal life even in the face of an oppressed and 
suffering Jewish minority. As to that history 
leaves no doubt. Better relations between us and 
the world surrounding us cannot be forced. 
Neither policemen nor judges nor even legislators 


can offer a final solution of the Jewish problem. 


Glimpse Into Germany 


HE “National Socialist Educator’ publishes in a recent 
issue, a plan for methodical political education of 
German youth. This course is to extended over 40 
weeks and divided into 10 groups, each having 4 lessons, 
one lesson a week—on Saturdays. It can be easily be un- 


RELATION TO THE JEW 
How the Jew made himself at 


The peasant in the claws of Jews! 


derstood why German-Jewish parents have decided not to 
let their children go to pret on Saturday, and why the 
Minister of Education has consented to their “humani- 
tarian” plea that they be spared further humiliation. The 
new plan is as follows: 


READING MATERIAL 


From Hauptmann’s 
“The Weavers.” 


Pictures from the colonies. 
Hermann Loens. 


Beumelburg: ‘“Bombshells.” 


The Jew becomes wealthy! 
Exploitation of the German need. 


Jews as leaders of the November 


East European Jews are immigrat- 


WEEK SUBJECT MATTER 

1— 4 Pre-war Germany Class 
War, Profits, Strikes. home! 

5s— 8 From Agrarian to indus- 

trial State. Colonies. 

9—12 Conspiracy against Ger- The Jew rules! 
many. Encircling her. : 
Bombshells around Ger- a 
many. 

13—16 German Fight —- German 
Distress, Blockade. Death 
by Starvation. 

17—20 The Stab in the Back. s 
Breakdown. revolution. 

21—24 Germany's Golgotha. The 
Crime of Erzberger. ing. 
Versailles. 

25—28 Adolf Hitler. Juda’s Triumph. 
Nationalism Socialism. The opponents of Juda. 

29—32 Bleeding Frontiers. 





Enslaving of Germany. 
Schlageter. 


The Jew takes advantage of the 
German distress. 
Loans (Dawes, Young). 


“The Life of Hindenburg.” 
War Letters. 


Manke: “Espionage on the West- 
ern Front.” 
War Stories. 


Pierre des Granges: “In Secret 
Mission Within the Enemies.” 
Bruno Brehm: “This Was the 
End.” 

Volkmann: “Revolution over Ger- 
many.” “ 

Feder: “The Jews.” 

Newspaper: “The Stuesmer.” 
“My Battle.” 

Dietrich Eckhart. 

Horst Wessel. 
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Tempo of Palestine 


|. Figures on Prosperity 


THE curve of economic life in Palestine has 
been tending upwards for the last three 
years. Economic reports offer a feast of figures 
and tables, giving testimony to an economic ac- 
tivity steadily gaining in dimension and tempo. 
Even the critical observer gains the impression 
of a development by leaps and bounds, standing 
out in bold contrast to the economic situation in 
other countries. But no statistical calculation can 
keep pace with the dynamics of life in Palestine; 
charts and figures are always found to be behind 
reality. 
To begin with, here are some figures about 


Jewish immigration the last three years: 


5000 in 1931 
14000 in 1932 
43000 in 1933 
50000 in 1934* 


In recent years, it was not those without means 
who were drawn to Palestine, as was the case 
formerly. The growing immigration of capitalist 
elements is an indication of the weakened econ- 
omic position of wealthier Jews in various coun- 
tries. The number of capitalists who immigrated 
in the last few years is as follows: 


1931 =. 233 
1932 727 
1933 3250 


1934* over 5000 
This stream of immigrants naturally sought op- 
portunities for work and investment for their dor- 
mant capital. Thus the following amounts were 


invested by Jews in Palestine: 


1931 "£2,000,000 
1932 £3,250,000 
1933 £6,100,000 
1934* about £10,000,000 
The following table shows how these sums were 


distributed. They introduce us to the darker side 
of the prosperity of Palestine. 


1933 1934 
Building activities in the cities....£2,700,000 £4,500,000 
The plantation sector .................. £1,500,000 £1,650,000 
Industry, handicrafts, and 
HEBNSHOTIAMION: <.52..sccsecsSoccceacos £ 800,000 *£1,500,000 


Diversified farming (excluding 
buildings and the purchase of 
land) only £ 100,000 £ 250,000 


It is gratifying to note the rapid growth of in- 
dustry in Palestine. Both the number of workers 
and the sum total of invested capital have more 
than doubled since 1930, as a result of increasing 
immigration and the steady influx of capital. The 
needs of the increased population, with its more 
exacting tastes, were hardly met by the home in- 
dustries. Imports are increasing year after year 
despite the rapid pace of industrialization and 


home production: 
1931 £ 5,940,000 
1932 £ 7,768,000 
1933 £11,123,000 
1934* about £14-15,000,000 
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This increase in the volume of imports, includ- 
ing many articles which could be easily produced 
within the country, leaves one puzzled, particu- 
larly when one bears in mind, that opportunities 
for investments lag in Palestine considerably be- 
hind invested capital and that bank deposits have 


been growing annually, as follows: 


The end of 1931 £ 3,500,000 
The end of 1932 £ 5,000,000 
The end of 1933 £10,000,000 
The end of 1934 £14,000,000 


This rise in volume of imposts despite the avaii- 
ability of dormant capital and the increasing pur- 
chasing power of the population, is, in a very 
considerable measure, due to the undersupply of 
manpower. Here we touch upon the most ur- 
gent and crying problem which is at present har- 
assing the Jewish community in Palestine. The 
number of Jewish workers who have entered the 
country has kept pace neither with the needs of 
emigration now pressing almost every important 
Jewish community in Europe, nor with the oppor- 
tunities for absorption created in Palestine by the 
efforts of labor and capital. The discrepancy 
between supply and demand on the labor market 
has been growing steadily this year and conse- 
quently the economic and cultural problems asso- 
ciated with this phenomenon have become more 
acute. 


ll. Urban Developments 


In the maelstrom of Palestinian economic sta- 
tistics one is immediately impressed by the amaz- 
ing growth of the cities—particularly Tel Aviv. 
One’s first impression of this city is that of pros- 
perity at its highest. Life, quick-pulsed and surg- 
ing, multitudes of people on the streets, groups of 
curious onlookers before shop windows, crowded 
stores, many of them doing business until late 
hours in the evening. Saturday night has the 
flavor of a “golden Sunday” — 52 “golden Sun- 
days” every year! 

The city keeps growing with feverish rapidity, 
reminiscent at times of the gold rush fever. It 
progresses northward beyond the Yarkon, east- 
ward in the direction of Petach Tikvah, south- 
ward across Jaffa where 100 new houses are to 
be erected. The municipal government issues 
monthly building permits for 38,000 square me- 
ters — which is far beyond the needs of the city. 
One believes these figures, one is ready to believe 
any figures about a city which expands before 
one’s eyes. (There are no building fences in Tel 
Aviv; otherwise complete sections of the city 
would be fenced in!) In Tel Aviv one feels very 
often as if one were standing before a gigantic 


*This is our estimate for the incompleted year. 
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clock, observing the movement of its second hand. 


Tel Aviv finds itself in spite of, or perhaps be- 
cause of, its prosperity in the thick of many grave 
problems. A depressingly large number of cafes 
with a cheap European veneer; many poor chil- 
dren on the streets in the evenings, the “‘bespres- 
oini’” (homeless waifs) of “the first Jewish met- 
ropolis’’, loitering near every cinema and skating 
rink into the late hours of the night, sleeping in 
elevators of business buildings and on the sea- 
shore; flamboyant business-signs which do not 
fit with dignity into the portrait of a Jewish city— 
“Tip Top”, “Chic de Varsovii’’ etc.; a medley of 
many languages—a veritable Babel of immigrants 


ee lingual assimilation is proceeding much too 
slowly. 


And yet, behind this facade of cheap pleasure- 
seeking and despite e shadier aspects of pros- 
perity, the visitor perceives | the pulse beat of an 
assiduously creative city, of “a-splendidly organ- 
ized working population of 25,000,and a self- 
confident middle class brimming over with i initia- 
tive and ingenuity. 


In Haifa, t too, one is aware of —e “ 


economic advances. Here the tempo is less tem- 
pestuous than in Tel Aviv, but the economic struc- 
ture of the city is based on sounder foundations; 
it also has the advantage of better international 
contacts. Even without a study of the economic 
geographical aspects one feels the cosmopolitan 
economic rhythm of the city with its new harbor, 
which is already too small for its needs, and its 
oil tanks, which hold useful though politically 
dangerous fuel. Haifa more than any other 
place in Palestine, is indeed the gateway to three 
continents. It is in the midst of feverish build- 
ing activity and ceaseless expansion. It goes, to- 
ward the southwest, across Hadar Hacarmel, 
and eastward in the direction of Haifa Bay, where 
the southwestern section is expected within a short 
period, to merge with Haifa itself into one large 
city. 

Even Jerusalem, which is emerging from its 
thousand-year-old tempo with much difficulty, is 
being transformed — of course much more slowly 
than Tel Aviv and Haifa — into a big modern 
city. Ancient Jerusalem has preserved its histori- 
cal character, but it is now surrounded by a clus- 
ter of new suburbs. Distinguished government 
buildings, bank palaces and business establish- 
ments have, it seems, miraculously risen from the 
stony soil. Although tradition has left its mark 
on the architectural style, the New Jerusalem 
which has emerged in these years of prosperity, 
also leaves one with an impression of solid and 
enduring structure. 


lll. Private Enterprise and National Capital 


The figures quoted in this article introduce the 
curious visitor to the prosperity which Palestine 
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is now enjoying. These reports give one a pic- 
ture of the material achievements and show the 
scope, framework and tempo of our economic up- 
surge. They undoubtedly justify the demand for a 
larger immigration of Jewish workers and capital- 
ists into the country, and vouchsafe the rentabil- 
ity of the Jewish business enterprises — those 
already functioning, as well as those under con- 
sideration. They may even permit us to rule out 
the fear of unemployment for a long time to 
come. This should not, however, mislead us into 
underestimating the menacing nature of some fea- 
tures of the present uncontrolled mass immigra- 
tion and alluring economic konjunktur. Many 
well-meaning reports about the present situation 
in Palestine fail to present the bright picture of 
our present prosperity together with the less 
wholesome aspects. 

As the visitor leaves the city behind the less 
wholesome aspects of our progress do present 
themselves. One must make a distinction between 
the plantation zone and the zone of diversified 
farming. One notes considerable progress in the 
plantation zone even though it has advanced in 
‘Fecent years, in every phase except that of Jewish 
unemployment, more slowly than the cities. Yet 
me figures illustrating recent Jewish 


achievements inthe plantation zone are eloquent: 
Early 1932 
Early 1933 
Early 1934 125,000 Dun 
Late 1934 about 150,000 ; 
This indicates that the area‘af the Jewish plan- 


tation sector has more than doubted within the 
last three years. Jewish producers exported 5!/2 
million crates of oranges last season, or 55% of 
the total orange export. It is reasonable to expect 
an increase reaching 60% out of a total of 
6,000,000 crates in the forthcoming seasons. 

In the diversified farming zone achievements 
lag far behind those of the plantation sector, 
and even farther behind those of the cities. Of 
£10,000,000 invested in Palestine during 1934 
only approximately £250,000, that is 2!/%, was 
invested in the so-called “heavy agriculture.” The 
population of Tel Aviv has reached the first hun- 
dred thousand mark, and the Jewish sections of 
Haifa and Jerusalem have made considerable 
strides forward numerically and economically. 
Nevertheless, diversified agriculture and planta- 
tion zone agriculture (which can be opened to 
Jewish colonization only through the efforts of 
national capital) are underdeveloped. Private 
capital, pouring into Palestine, turns to fields 
promising greater profits, and the agricultural 
sector of the Jewish economy does not keep pace 
with urban progress. Parallel with this process 
an ominous weakening of the social structure of 
Jewish Palestine is taking place. The rural pop- 
ulation has decreased from 26% of the Jewish 
population in 1931, to about 20% in 1934. 

The meaning of these developments becomes 
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very apparent in Emek Hefer (Vadi Havarith). 
This valley contains an area of about 40,000 du- 
nam of fertile land, purchased from the Arabs af- 
ter many legal difficulties by the Jewish National 
Fund a few years ago. Rational methods of cul- 
tivation would enable many thousands of Jewish 
workers and middle class people to get a liveli- 
hood from its soil, and add a new focal point to 
the agricultural sector of Jewish Palestine. How- 
ever, to make this possible, the soil must be ameli- 
orated and cleared. Swamps and malaria must be 
exterminated. And, at the same time, considera- 
ble sums must be invested in colonization. Funds 
required for the colonization of workers can be 
raised, very largely, only through Zionist public 
agencies. 


I first visited Emek Hefer in the autumn of 
1931, shortly after it was purchased by the Jewish 
National Fund. In an old Arab house I found 
about thirty workers, the pioneers of the newly 
acquired valley, every one of whom had malaria. 
Working conditions were difficult. But the 
pioneer workers remained, loyally holding this 
outpost of Jewish colonization. A relatively mea- 
ger sum is now required to colonize this sparsely 
occupied region, and to enable the workers to con- 
solidate their settlements. Yet the national funds 
cannot raise the required budget. Emek Hefer is 
therefore being settled rather slowly, and no more 
than approximately 1000 people are there at pres- 
ent. Many of them are still housed in wooden 
shacks, their farms still unequipped and rudimen- 
tary . The golden stream has not yet reached 
Emek Hefer. One single suburb of Tel Aviv 
absorbs in three months: more men and money 
than the whole of Emek Hefer has within the last 
three years. 

Even though more than 10,000 Jews entered 
the country within the last three years, and mil- 
lions of dollars poured in, the financial instruments 
of the Jewish Agency — the Keren Hayesod and 
the Jewish National Fund — could not raise a 
large enough budget. Because of the lack of a 
few hundred thousand pounds we must leave un- 
colonized a section of the country which could be 
of paramount value to our healthy economic and 
cultural advancement, which could serve as a de- 
fense against an eventual economic crisis. As 
against £14,000,000 of private bank deposits and 
many more millions of pounds of private invest- 
ments, the budget of the Jewish Agency itself is 
only £168,000. Many Jews, drunk with the pres- 
ent prosperity, refuse to notice this grave discrep- 
ancy. The fever of prosperity makes whole sec- 
tions of the Jewish community in Palestine, and 
what is more, many of the new immigrants, forget 
that without the Emek (Valley of Esdrealon) and 
its Jewish peasantry, Palestine would be nothing 
but the empty shell of a Jewish national home. To 
check the process of urbanization now taking 
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place, with its inherent undesirable social and cul- 
tural consequences, and particularly to prevent the 
rapid deterioration of our social structure, while 
it is not too late, an extension of the national sec- 
tor must be effected immediately. The most ur- 
gent need of the moment, in the face of the pres- 
ent prosperity is the multiplication of the re- 
sources at the disposal of our national funds. 


VI. Our Immigration Policy 


We cannot urge the government of Palestine 
to grant us a larger number of immigration certi- 
ficates without introducing more rigorous selective 
principles towards immigrants on our own part. 
We are, in this respect, guilty of committing many 
sins of omission of recent years. Our pioneers 
have often been insufficiently trained, and our mid- 
dle class immigrants have, it seems, too often act- 
ed on the assumption that their duties to Pale- 
stine were finished when they had brought their 
possessions and established themselves in business 
there. 

The consequences of our negligence are clear. 
It is true that our youth and a considerable section 
of our middle class immigrants have displayed, 
despite the hardships of the last months, that spir- 
itual strength without which the newly-arrived Jew 
cannot strike roots in the soil of Palestine. Many 
a former member of the liberal professions and 
many a business man has readjusted himself com- 
pletely, both physically and culturally, and has 
been transformed into a farmer more thoroughly 
than one expected. To many, however, Palestine 
means no more than a transition-stage in economic 
recuperation, for is it not a prosperous country 
enjoying a favorable business cycle? They will 
turn their backs upon it just as soon as there is 
the slightest sign of an economic crisis. 

It is imperative that we effect a radical change 
in this state of affairs. The selection of pioneer 
immigrants depends solely on us. Thoroughgo- 
ing vocational training, a thoroughgoing knowl- 
edge of the Hebrew language and, especially, an 
obligation to devote at least one year to agricul- 
tural work on the land must be required of those 
granted immigration certificates. The number of 
certificates allotted us is too meager to permit any- 
thing else. 

It is much more difficult to define the criteria in 
the selection of immigrants of the “capitalist” 
category since we are not in possession, in most 
instances, of the formal measures required to keep 
certain types of immigrants out of the country. 
However, if we approach this problem with nec- 
essary concern for our future, we cannot afford to 
underestimate the dangers attendant upon an un- 
controlled immigration. About 100,000 Jews en- 
tered Palestine within the last two years; we are 
justified in expecting an annual influx of at least 
50,000 in the forthcoming years. If we look for- 
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ward to the year 1940, we are struck by this pros- 
pect: Palestine will then have a Jewish population 
of 600,000-700,000, perhaps 34 of a million. Of 
this number only 200,000 will have entered the 

T b e N cw country during the “prehistoric age” before 1933; 

from % to % of the Jewish population will have 

immigrated into Palestine during the last 6-7 
R F p U BK [ @ years. Thus, a grave and inescapable problem pre- 
sents itself: Can we succeed in assimilating such 

a great mass of immigrants, culturally, economic- 
ally and politically? Will Jewish Palestine be 
strong enough to resist the influence of the urban 
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BOOKS 


ON THE NEW DEAL 


4 ine presses of the nation continue to groan under the 
weight of material on the New Deal, though there are 
signs that productic 1 has somewhat surpassed consumption 
and that we may expect the publishers to apply restrictive 
measures to the prospective authors of articles, brochures 
and books unless they show promise of offering new data 
or fairly fundamental analysis. The superficial period has 
passed. A hurried survey reveals that few of the books de- 
voted exclusively to the pros and cons of the subject have 
showed staying power. The best of the literature produced 
is that in which treatment of New Deal issues is subordinate 
to larger themes and more startling portents. Four books, 
three from the left and one from the opportunistic middle, 
stick in the memory: George Soule’s “The Coming Ameri- 
can Revolution,” Lewis Corey’s “The Decline of American 
Capitalism,” John Strachey’s “The Coming Struggle for 
Power’ (the edition with the New Deal chapter), and 
Charles Beard’s ‘The Open Door at Home.” To these may 
be added the most distinguished of the short volumes de- 
voted to the foreground, though knowledge of the back- 
ground is implicit in both, Louis Hacker’s “Short History 
of the New Deal” and Stolberg and Vinton’s “The Econ- 
omic Consequences of the New Deal.” Study of these six 
books will give anyone able to assimilate information and 
ideas a thorough understanding of the social situation in 
the United States today. 

Mr. Hacket’s monograph is at once a history and a crit- 
ique of the New Deal. It offers a vast amount of objective 
information skilfully marshalled and appositely placed in a 
setting of relevant comment. But it is no mere orderly 
compilation of data which have appeared in disorderly fash- 
ion in the all-embracing New York Times; it is rather a 
story integrated by a man in full possession of the Marxist 
outlook on society. The Stolberg-Vinton volume derives from 
the same general outlook and_it, too, is full of fact, but 
since it is designed to be a criticism, the technique is not 
historical but rather the emphasis falls upon evaluation of 
results. Written about six months later than Mr, Hacker’s 
book, it ratifies many of his judgments. Brilliantly phrased, 
strewn with witticisms, the book sparkles, but it is not a 
trick done with mirrors, nor is it musical comedy enter- 
tainment. Only the superficial will dismiss it as superficial. 

The emphasis in both of these books falls in the same 
place: on the fact that the Roosevelt administration has not 
accomplished what it set out to do. It has not because the 
controlling minds in it misconceived the nature of the prob- 
lem before them, fell victims of superficial diagnosis of 
what they did see and, in steering a middle course by de- 
sign, have inevitably brought up at dock to the right. These 
critics of this farcical example of social navigation, who 
have learned about capitalism from Marx, see what every- 
one who has been similarly nurtured and who has a capacity 
for assimilating the facts sees: that we do not have a homo- 
geneous people with superficially conflicting interests, but 
rather a nation made up of economic classes with funda- 
mentally conflicting interests. Unable, as a group, to under- 


A SHORT HISTORY OF THE NEW DEAL. By Louis 
M. Hacker, F.S. Crofts Co. $1.50. 

THE ECONOMIC CONSEQUENCES OF THE NEW 
DEAL. By Benjamin Stolberg and Warren Jay Vinton. 
Harcourt, Brace & Company. $1.00. 


stand that there are people in the country who will not be 
assisted by aids to property, the New Dealers have, like the 
Hoover ideologues, though on a wider scale, initiated poli- 
cies which cannot fail to increase the hold of the propertied 
class on the country, particularly the few individuals at the 
very top. The fundamental maldistribution of the national 
income remains; the titles to ownership have been confirmed 
to those who have all along held them; and as each policy 
works itself out in practice, the fact that the bulk of the 
money the government is spending is flowing into the 
pockets of those who have, becomes increasing clear. Only 
direct relief and its concomittents like the C.C.C. can even 
be alleged to benefit those who have not. 

These points Messrs. Hacker, Stolberg and Vinton make 
and “rub in’ and they are perfectly and entirely right. 
They are right, too, when they emphasize how appallingly 
confused the New Deal ideology and the ideologues are. 
Stolberg and Vinton write: ‘This technique of correlating 
its own intellectual confusions and liberal gestures with our 
economic disintegration and social chaos the New Deal 
chooses to call the ‘experimental method.’ . . . Science per- 
forms no experiments which are not guided ideologically, 
by the strictest possible theoretical background. But the 
New Deal is proud of its contempt for mere ‘theory.’” 
This is strikingly true as anyone can learn from the speeches 
and articles of the New Dealers or from conversation with 
them, as has been my doubtful privilege. 

The New Deal is, in essence, the farthest north in social 
irresponsibility yet reached by the American people, a beau- 
tiful object lesson in the bankruptcy of the liberal intellec- 
tual of the better trained sort (according to conventional 
standards), but probably the best that can be expected at 
this stage of the game. Before we see better efforts made 
to order our society we shall undoubtedly see worse and 
while this reflection is not very consoling, it at least makes 
it imperative that those who feel themselves responsible see 
clearly what the New Deal means in intent, organization 
and consequences. Messrs. Hacker, Stolberg and Vinton 
provide the necessary data for a short view and a true one. 

C. HARTLEY GRATTAN 


SOVIET JEWRY a la DENNEN 


WHERE THE GHETTO ENDS, by Leon Dennen, Alfred 
H. King, Inc., New York. $2.50 


Hpi is one of the silliest books I have set eyes on for 
years, and if I had not promised to review it I would 
have abandoned it after the first fifty pages. It purports 
to be a study of “Jews in Soviet Russia.” I hoped to find 
in it some substantial information about the process of 
re-stratification which is giving a new form to Russian 
Jewish life. Failing this, I would have been grateful for 
a few penetrating individual analyses. I would have put 
up with its ludicrous English for the sake of a decent, 
illuminating picture of any one of the subjects that Mr. 
Dennen takes up—the Crimean colonies, the Jewish State 
Theatre or Biro-Bidjan, But the book has nothing at all. 
A few careless articles picked up at random from the daily 
press and the less intelligent weeklies contain everything 
that Mr. Dennen has to say, and more. 

A benighted individual who has been deprived of news- 
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nM for the last fifteen years would learn from this 
k that the Russian Government is stamping out anti- 
semitism; that some Jews are being settled on the land; 
that others are being absorbed into industry. But this is 
such common, undisputed knowledge that to write a book 
in wl of these statements—especially when the book 
will, for the sake of its title, be bought only by people 
who already read the ordinary press reports on Russia— 
is a sheer imposition on the public. If there had been at 
least some solid statistics, or a complete collection of gov- 
ernment statements on the Jewish land settlement policy, 
or a mass picture of Jewish factory life. . . . In fact, if 
there had been anything at all besides a series of unskilful 
and ecstatic exclamations about how utterly nice it is to 
see Jews on the land, or Jews fraternizing with non-Jews, 
or Sholom Aleichem being read in a Moscow theatre. .. . 


The intellectual calibre of the book may be gauged 
from the following not unfair quotation. Mr. Dennen 
meets and describes at length a former “burzhuk” who 
has, to Mr. Dennen’s astonishment, become a complete 
communist. “Perhaps,” says this convert darkly, “if you 
were older and understood more about the psychology of 
people you would understand why a change has occurred 
in my outlook upon life... .” “What is the key to the 
riddle?” Mr. Dennen asks. You prepare yourself for 
something deep and illuminating. And you get the fol- 
lowing: The convert’s sister, the wife of a well-to-do 
Jewish businessman, left Kiev for Poland in 1919. There, 
Mr. Dennen says, her life was “a bed of roses.” She 
hobnobbed with aristocratic Poles and hid the fact that 
she was a Jewess. Then her son fell in love with a penni- 
less working girl, whereupon she, like the disgusting mid- 
dle-class creature she was, flew into a rage and denounced 
the girl to the authorities as a communist. The result: 
deportation. “That,” says the convert, “is another of the 
many reasons that made me turn to the Russian revolution.” 
It strikes one as a very good reason: but where the un- 
fathomable profundity of it all is (the other reasons not 
being given), or where the subtlety beyond the reach of 
Mr. Dennen’s youthful mind comes in, remain to be ex- 
plained. Just as puzzling is the informative purpose be- 
hind the countless little fairy tales in which the reactionary 
bourgeois always looks mean and revolting, and the com- 
munist looks either like a bronze statue or the spirit of 
earth in a classical painting. They are botched efforts at 
vignettes which could have been written without a visit 
to Russia, and they teach us nothing at all concerning 
the vital movements now making the Russian scene the 
fascinating thing that it is. 


And if it does not sound too trivial, may I record ob- 
jection to countless oddities of English like the following: 
“The synagogue still seemed to me as a wonder of won- 
ders.” “What interested me was the highly reputed meth- 
ods that the Soviet Government is applying to eradicate 
it (anti-Semitism)”. ‘She was used to roll in milk and 
honey.” “They began to bombard me with numerous 
questions.” (This last reminds me of someone’s “I was 
practically infuriated.”) As a matter of courtesy to readers 
Mr. Dennen should have had his book written by some- 
one else. ‘ 


Mr. Dennen may, in spite of everything, know something 
about Russian life today. But he writes of the Jewish 
question as though nothing had ever been written about 
it before—or at least, as though he has not taken the 
trouble to read what has been written. 

All in all this book recalls the articles that used to be 
written ten years ago by high school girls who had just 
visited Palestine, and published in the local Anglo-Jewish 
weekly by an editor too weak to resist the influence of the 
parents. 

MAURICE SAMUEL 
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GERMANY'S UNFORGIVEN CRITIC 


POET IN EXILE. THE LIFE OF HEINRICH HEINE. 
By Antonina Vallentin. The Viking Press, New York. 
$3.00. 


bier are some figures in the history of thought who 
are greatly admired but not read. Perhaps they ex- 
pressed themselves in ways now outmoded; perhaps the ro- 
mantic interest of their lives obscured their message; or 
perhaps they achieved fame with a fragmentary aspect of 
their genius which prevents our seeing it whole. Some- 
thing of this, strangely enough, is true of Heine. For 
Heine is a great modern who has never ceased to be pro- 
vocative and fascinating. His life and thought were pro- 
foundly woven into the texture of his time which was but 
the dawn of ours. The facets of its culture presented all 
the problems that affect us now. He contained within him- 
self some of its most antithetical elements. This Jew Heine 
was one of the greatest of Germans. It is one of the things 
which Germany could not forgive him. He understood 
thoroughly her best and her worst. He interpreted her to 
the i | with a brilliance that no one has surpassed. 
Deeply scarred by her brutality, her servility and arrogance, 
her pathological nationalism, he was steeped as well in her 
beauty, the poetry of her old dreams and legends, the folk 
soul her official life constantly denied. He himself contrib- 
uted to the folk treasure of Germany. But he was also the 
herald of those liberal ideas associated by Germany, in one 
hatred, with Judaism and France. Perhaps only the split 

rsonality of a Jew and a freethinker, of a) German who 

ad known equality with other Germans merely during the 
Napoleonic occupation, of a European, a poet and a social 
critic could understand phenomena so complex. How many 
of us know Heine the analyst of French and German liber- 
alism, communism and reaction, the interpreter of Germany 
to itself and to France in the light of the new school of lit- 
erature he felt himself to represent? This school was to 
be realistic and deal with social subjects, with the prob- 
lem of freedom, in short. He pointed the way with his 
book on Germany of which The Romantic School was a 
part, but even in Germany, when he could still be read 
there, he was known mainly as a delightful lyric poet 
seasoning emotion with wit. 

Biographies have concentrated too much on his personal 
frustrations and not enough on his thought and its historic 
background. These form a trinity in which each part 
elucidates and completes the others. Heine’s life, with all 
its weaknesses granted, turns out, when thus thoroughly ex- 
amined, far more wise, consistent and constructive than the 
popular versions of him suggest. 

Mme. Vallentin, the author of this latest life of Heine, 
is eminently fitted for the task. She loves Heine the poet, 
but as journalist and observer of current social and political 
questions, she is also capable of appreciating fully his po- 
litical acumen, his realistic attitude toward the problems of 
his day which made it possible for him, while bringing 
down upon himself the distrust of conservatives and radi- 
cals alike, to prophecy much that has happened within 
our generation. 

“When I became a journalist,” she writes in a letter re- 
produced on the jacket, “living in Berlin, writing for Eng- 
lish newspapers, it was Heine who helped me to under- 
stand Germany . . . it was he again who showed me why 
the famous 1918 revolution—which was not a revolution— 
was destined to failure . . . In 1928 I had foreseen the 
Nazi menace to Germany just at the time when the gen- 
eral elections had brought a government of the left, with a 
socialist chancellor . . . It was Heine’s wisdom speaking 
through me when I told M. Briand one day that narrow 
and aggressive nationalism would have a stronger hold on 
the German people than the big humanitarian ideas of the 
world at large.” 
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It is this aspect, then, that Mme. Vallentin stresses 
though not exclusively. Hers is a well rounded book, the 
story of a life as well as a career, written with honesty, 
vividness and a kind of brilliant simplicity. Heine is shown 
with sympathy and truth, with no blinking at his faults, 
with just appreciation minus sentimentality. We have not, 
as so often, the sense of retrospect, of a wreath laid on a 
bier. We are made to feel acutely the joy of life, the 
shocks, defeats and victories, of the vital and sensitive 
creature from early childhood, his bewilderment and reck- 
lessness, the emotional and social slights, the exasperated 
pfide of conscious greatness, the faults of judgment, the 
financial irresponsibility, the nets that closed about him, 
the antagonisms and devotions he aroused and felt, the 
extraordinary courage with which at the end he faced extra- 
ordinary suffering. And yet even this pleasant and wise 
book is not wholly satisfactory. A detailed analysis and 
criticism of Heine as artist and thinker is needed from 
the standpoint of today’s readers. Mme. Vallentin has in- 
dicated what this might be from at least one angle, but 
has not fully carried it out. One should go back to Heine 
himself, to the works so long neglected. One should begin 
with the early poems and the Reisebilder (Travel Pictures) 
and plunge into a world of effervescent and violent youth, 
excessive in everything, love, joy, sorrow, delight in nature, 
irresistible wit, malice and tenderness. One should go on 
at least to The Romantic School to see him whole. Poet in 
Exile is a good introduction to the reading or rereading 
of Heine. 

CLARA GRUENING STILLMAN 


LAST TESTAMENT 


KERKHOVEN’S THIRD EXISTENCE, by Jacob 
Wasserman. Translated by Eden and Cedar Paul. 
Liveright. $3.00. 


ERKHOVEN’S THIRD EXISTENCE,” Was- 
serman’s last work before his death, concludes a 
trilogy, the first two volumes of which appeared as “The 
Maurizius Case” and “Ethel Andergast.” Each book, 
though complete in itself, represents a successive stage in 
the spiritual development of Joseph Kerkhoven, neurolo- 
gist and psychologist. 

In his “third existence,” Kerkhoven studies the world 
of illusion. Through the pathological types who come 
to his sanitarium in Seeblick, beings harried by “illusions” 
of power, goodness, or guilt, he comes to understand the 
nature of reality. His patients, drawn from all classes of 
society, have been wrecked by a distorted sense of values. 
The novelist, the politician, the seamstress, each must be 
brought back to a new perception of the false and the 
true. The healing process consists in their comprehension 
of the illusory quality of what has tormented them. 

The patients, whose backgrounds and conflicts are de- 
lineated with a great novelist’s skill, serve as illustrative 
material for a metaphysician’s arguments. In a series of 
philosophical discussions, Kerkhoven develops his articles 
of faith. He begins with the germ cell. The yearning 
for God, for purpose, arises in the protoplasm itself. This 
implies two things: “not only that protoplasm, uni- 
cellular organisms, multiplying by fission, are immortal; 
but also that protoplasm as a whole aims at eternity.” 
This biological impulse guides our destinies unerringly. 
The immediate illusory cravings of the ego may blind us, 
but a directing instinct, rooted in primal forces, is con- 
tinually at work in us “like a dream in a sleeper.” Even 
science will find it impossible to ignore “that human his- 
tory has been guided and ordered by a world impetus 
which has itself in turn been subject to enormous vacil- 
lations and disturbances. All history is but a journey of 
the peoples towards God.” 

Though the philosophic framework of the novel is con- 
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structed with eloquence and conviction, the book’s real 
power lies in the case histories. Kerkhoven, in his search 
for truth, remains much more nebulous than the bril- 
liantly etched figures of his patients. More than half the 
book is devoted to the story of Alexander Herzog, the 
famous novelist, who comes as friend and patient to 
Kerkhoven. The life of Alexander Herzog is introduced 
as the chief example of an illusion dominating a life de- 
structively; however, despite Wasserman’s attempt to 
make the narrative an organic part of his scheme, one can- 
not escape the feeling that the Herzog episode (some 
three hundred pages in length) has been artificially in- 
corporated. 

The account of Herzog may, or may not, be the story 
of Wasserman’s personal tragedy. Whatever its autobio- 
graphical implications, it is a somberly effective portrayal 
of a marriage and its dissolution. He deals with that 
lately evolved literary type, the predatory wife who de- 
clines to relinquish an unwilling husband despite his 
avowed love for another woman. It is a story which has 
been told by Ludwig Lewisohn and others, but nowhere 
with more bitter passion than by Wasserman. After the 
soul searchings of the Kerkhoven intelligentzia, one comes 
with delight upon the hard, anguished detail of the Alex- 
ander-Ganna relationship The young novelist Alexander 
Herzog marries the not specially attractive, but deter- 
mined, Ganna. He is partly tempted by her independent 
income which seems to guarantee a life of freedom and 
security. The marriage tie, of course, is a bond which is 
to be cheerfully severed any time it becomes unduly con- 
fining. The gradual failure of the marriage, Herzog’s 
growing unhappiness, Ganna’s evolution from an amiable, 
presumably high-minded girl, into a crafty fury with a 
touch of madness, is superbly told. When Herzog falls 
in love with Bettina, years pass before he succeeds in 
getting a divorce. In the course of the interminable 
bickerings and negotiations about the divorce, the contra- 
dictory facets of Ganna’s character become clear. An ap- 
parent simplicity and kindliness hide a deep-seated cun- 
ning. Without the courage to be frankly malevolent, she 
cloaks each new act of malice with a revolting righteous- 
ness. Her endless broken promises, her libelous attacks, 
her increasing monetary demands, appear even to Herzog 
as the natural retaliation of a lonely, ill-treated wife, 
rather than the craftiness of a sharp practitioner. Even 
after she has conceded the divorce, years of wrangling 
about Herzog’s property ensue, in the course of which the 
peace and health of Herzog and his second wife are com- 
pletely shattered. The complex figure of Ganna emerges 
relentlessly: “Cassandra gives place to the cajoler; the 
driver of a hard bargain, to the anxious spouse; promises 
alternate with threats; petitioning with quarrelsome greed. 
One Ganna assumes the visage of a Madonna; another 
looks like a Fury; a third is wearing a soiled check dress- 
ing-jacket; a fourth, a spurious kimono from beneath 
which unfastened stockings flap on the floor like empty 
sausage-skins; one speaks with a sugary voice, another 
brawls like a fishwife; one shouts an unending Hullo-o-o-o 
into the telephone.” ... ” 

Herzog comes to Kerkhoven’s sanitarium a broken man, 
Ganna’s power over him has reached the proportions of 
an obsession. Ganna, too, is an illusion, the illusion of 
an evil fate trampling through his life. To save his friend, 
Kerkhoven must deflate Ganna, puncture the illusion. He 
must reveal her as the essentially trivial, greedy, psycho- 
pathic, little woman that she is, pitiable but not omni- 
potent. Wasserman’s metaphysical preoccupations are in- 
telligent and sincere. His true genius as a novelist, how- 
ever, is to be found in the magnificently executed por- 
trait of Ganna, who looms with an immense vitality 
among the too articulate seekers after the true, the good, 
and the beautiful. MARIE SYRKIN. 
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NEWS FROM THE FRONTIER 
PALESTINE 


RATIONALIZATION IN AGRICULTURE 


NEWEST FRONTIER: HULEH REGION 


: drainage and irrigation work which will enable 
extensive Jewish colonization in the Huleh region 
will take from three to five years. Since its establishment 
by the World Zionist Organization as the central land 
purchasing institution in Palestine, the P. L. D. C. has 
acquired about a half-million dunams of agricultural land 
and 15,000,000 square metres of urban areas for the Jew- 
ish National Fund and private Jewish interests. It was 
instrumental in securing the Huleh concession from the 
Syrian holders. 

The soil in the Huleh has no 
and rich water sources throughout the rest of Palestine and 
is admirably fitted for intensive agriculture. Experts state 
that individual tracts of twelve to twenty dunams will 
be sufficient for the maintenance of a family, and that 
over 2,000 families can be settled on farms in the region, 
oe from those who will be engaged in other activities 

ied with agriculture. 


ual for natural fertility 


49 SELF-SUPPORTING COLONIES 


_ageeadriae- INE Jewish settlements in Palestine, established 

by the Keren Hayesod since 1921, are now completely 
self-supporting and are earning a profit. This is the first 
time that all the labor settlements have ended the year 
with such a successful report. All of these colonies had 
to receive maintenance contributions in previous years. As 
a result of the $2,500,000 loan received by the Keren 
Hayesod, $320,000 is being used to finish the capital in- 
vestments in the colonies, so that they will now Be com- 
pletely equipped. Virtually all of these colonies are en- 
gaged in mixed farming. Their ability to reach a self- 
sustaining basis is particularly important because their popu- 
lation was increased by fifteen percent during the past 
year and a half, much of it consisting of German Jewish 
settlers. 


EXPERIMENT IN DIVERSIFIED FARMING 


GROUP of German Jews are planning a new colony, 

the first German-Jewish settlement to subsist by diver- 
sified agriculture instead of the usual orange culture. Loca- 
ted as it is on the eastern shore of Kinereth, the 2,000 
dunam site selected for the colony is ideal for a mixed 
type of agriculture. The fact that it is situated 2,000 feet 
below sea level, provides the settlement with a climate 
that makes it possible to grow vegetables throughout the 
year. In view of the large liome market the vegetable 
produce will be more profitable than oranges. In addition 
to the home markets, the organizers of Kidma Kinereth 
also plan to cultivate the winter vegetable market of Eur- 
opean countries. The colony also plans to grow bananas, 
grapes and general fruits. 

The company has leased a tract of 300 dunams from 
the Ica, situated nearby at Bethan, where it has established 
an experimental station and training ground. This farm 
is already supplying vegetables for the Tel Aviv market. 
Those planning to settle at Kidma Kinereth will be trained 
at the experimental farm. 
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Eig annual report of the Colonization Department of 
the Jewish Agency for 1933-34 describes methods of 
rationalization which have increased agricultural product- 
ivity. Fields which a few years ago yielded only 300-400 
kilograms of grains per hectare (about 21/4 acres) now yield 
1800-2000 kilograms. Owing to the cross-breeding of local 
livestock with pedigreed Dutch stock, the annual average 
yield of milk has been brought to 3800 litre per head in 
the Valley of Jezreel and in the Jordan Valley and to 
6000 litre in the hill farms. The annual average yield of 
a local Arab cow is 600 litre. The annual milk sales of 
the Tenuva (Cooperative Society marketing the produce 
of all labor settlements) amounted to nine million litres, 
or 30% over last year and 15 times more than ten years 
ago. But Tenuva cannot satisfy the entire demand and 
there is still a shortage of 10,000-12,000 litres of milk 
daily. Although Jewish farms supplied the home market 
with 4,000,000 eggs during the year, another 34,000,000 
eggs were imported. Keren Hayesod settlements covered 
barely 30% of the local demand for vegetables. 


NEW WORKERS’ QUARTERS 


A $200,000 contract for the immediate building of 130 
houses, the making of roads and the furnishing of a 
water supply to Kiriat Haim in Haifa Bay was awarded 
to the Palestine Building Syndicate by the Haifa Workers’ 
Council, under whose auspices the workers’ quarters are 
being constructed. Kiriat Haim, which is named in honor 
of the late Dr. Chaim Arlosoroff, will eventually contain 
900 houses . The general project is under the auspices 
of the Department for Schunoth Ovdim, which superin- 
tends the erection of workers’ quarters. The first funds 
for Kiriat Haim were provided from the savings of the 
workers themselves. Additional funds have been made 
available from a loan issued by the workers’ insurance 
company, Hanaseh. German Jews are being settled there 
by the Central Bureau headed by Dr. Weizmann. 


WATER FOR EMEK 


i io Jewish Agency has recently organized two irrigation 
companies, ‘‘Emek,”’ with an initial capital of £10,000; 
and “Gilboa,” with £5,000 capital, for supplying water 
to the settlements of Emek Jezreel. “Emek” is to supply 
the settlements of the Nahalal block in the west (Nahalal, 
Merhavia, Balfouria, Mizra), and “Gilboa” the settlements 
of the Nuris block (Ain Harod, Tel Joseph, Kfar Ezekiel, 
Bet Alpha, etc.). Loans for irrigation purposes will be 
granted by the companies to the settlements so as to facili- 
tate more intensive farming. 


WANTED: MORE LABOR 


5 lupe executive of the Jewish Agency for Palestine after 
surveying the labor market reported a need for thou- 
sands of workers and a crisis in agricultural and industrial 
enterprises. Orange plantation workers are unable to obtain 
enough workers to remove the rich crop. The shortage is 
particularly acute in the groves of the Judean, Sharon and 
Samarian colonies. Thousands are needed there immedi- 
ately. The survey also showed a great need for ironworkers, 
tinsmiths, locksmiths, plasterers and garage mechanics. 
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LABOR NOTES 


CUT WAGES AND RECOVERY PROFITS 


} ie Acting Governor of New Jersey has declared that 
the emergency (depression) is over, and revoked the 
State Recovery Act. Economic depressions are, however, 
lawless things: they refuse to recognize gubernatorial au- 
thority. President Roosevelt, in his message to the new, 
the 74th, Congress, did not announce the depression dead. 
He knows that more and more billions of dollars must 
be spent in order to feed the people whom Capitalism, 
private industries and trade, refuse to feed. The federal 
government has performed a colossal relief task. Eighteen 
or nineteen million people have been fed from relief funds. 
As those millions include many heads of families, it means 
that the bulk of the nation is maintained by public relief, 
aa charity. And that at a time when government 
reaus report a great increase in corporation profits and 
more than double the number of million dollar incomes! 
Why anyone should be permitted to “earn” a million dollars 
or more in one year while millions of people—and their 
number is growing—are carried on the relief list, only the 
philosophy of rugged individualism can answer. 

President Roosevelt proposed to take a few million of 
the relief recipients off the list and put them to work on 
useful government works. That's fine. But—! How 
many hopes have been shattered by this little word! But 
the President insists that on such government projects— 
projects which will increase the Nation’s actual wealth— 
the workers should be paid very low wages, lower than 
the low wages that are paid in private industries, The 
President wants to make sure that when private industries 
need workers they may continue to pay them low wages. 
This is probably the first occasion in modern times that 
the government undertakes to set up low wage standards. 
In the past, we were accustomed to believe that the gov- 
ernment must be a model employer. Roosevelt wants 
the government to be a wage depressor, and, in this sense, 
a sweatshop employer. 

What are the wage standards in private industries? The 
best guide we have are the NIRA codes, which provide 
wage minima. These minima are very low—$12-$13 a 
week, and even as low as $9 and $8. The laundry code 
for the South calls for only $5.60 a week. Assuming that 
all employers pay the code minimums—a wild assumption 
—and the Government will be guided by the code wage, 
it will, under Roosevelt’s “principle”, still pay the workers 
starvation wages. The inevitable effect of the Government's 
low wage policy will be to justify further wage depression 
in private industries. The employers will not be slow in 
following the President’s lead. 

The President’s message undoubtedly sounded well on 
the radio. The President has a great gift for impressing 
his audience. The message, at least the low wage part of 
it, did not look quite so well in print. It will look much 
worse when it is reflected in the attenuated pay envelopes 
of the government employees. 


JOBS OR BULLETS — WHICH? 


A few days before the President delivered his message, 
Donald Richberg, the present head of the NRA, delivered 
an address in Cleveland. He told the business world that 
it would be cheaper for them to make jobs for the people 
than send troops to shoot them down. According to Rich- 
berg, the net result of the NRA regime is a choice between 
making jobs or killing people. I do not know whether 
Richberg has ever made a more eloquent speech. After 
a year and a half of NRA “success” we have eleven million 
unemployed workers. Private business fights every move 
to make employment for them. Will they really be shot 





31 


down? So far—at any rate, last summer—only strikers 
were shot down. 

There was a time when the popular phrase was “A fair 
wage”, or “A fair day’s pay for a fair day's work”. Then 
that was replaced by “living wage”, “savings wage”, 
“social wage’, and “cultural wage”. I doubt whether God 
himself knew what those symbols meant. But we have 
clarity and definiteness at last—we have the minimum wage, 
and it certainly is a minimum, whatever else it may be. 
Even when Roosevelt brings the wages of government 
project employees down below the code minimum, they 
will still be a minimum—a new minimum! 


A DANGEROUS CRUSADE 


It is much to be regretted that spokesmen for the Ameri- 
can Trade Union movement have joined the general chorus 
of Communist baiters at hearings of the Congressional Com- 
mittee. The American Communist. movement has, through- 
out its career, manifested an extraordinary talent for playing 
into the hands of its enemies and antagonizing its friends. 
There are many in this country who have remained warm 
friends of Soviet Russia despite the American Communists. 
And there are many whose friendship has been alienated 
by the irresponsible conduct of the Communists in America. 
The non-Communists in the trade unions know now that 
they have nothing to fear from the Communists, because 
these are their own worst enemies. No one can injure 
their cause, right or wrong, more than they do themselves. 

Socialists and trade unionists must steer clear away from 
any attempt at anti-Communist legislation. There can be 
no legislation against Communism, Socialism, or any other 
“ism”, without menacing the whole labor movement. 
When representatives of labor aid in the legislative warfare 
against Communism they play with fire. To the labor- 
exploiting employer every striker is a “red”, and every 
labor union a Communist organization. Labor must hew 
close to the class line if it is to keep out of traps. The 
trade union movement may have its quarrels with the 
Communist movement, but #t can have no solidarity with 
the capitalist forces in their war upon Communism. 


EXPLOITED CHILDREN 


Years ago, Congress enacted a child labor law. The 
Supreme Court killed it by the easy method of declaring 
it unconstitutional. Congress then passed, and submitted 
to the States for ratification, an amendment to the Con- 
stitution, which would cure the defect ‘‘discovered’”’ by the 
Supreme Court, and give Congress power to legislate. 
It is still short sixteen votes of the three quarter majority 
needed in order to become a part of the Constitution. 
Some of the “best men” in the country have fought the 
amendment. Recently, the American Bar Association has 
joined this holy crusade against the ratification of the 
amendment. This means it is for child labor. The 
fight for child labor at a time when eleven million men 
and women are unable to find employment is eloquent proof 
of the benefits of the private profit system. 











JOSEPH SCHLOSSBERG 


BENJAMIN I. BORDEN & CO. 


Export - Import 


Soliciting Near-Eastern accounts with spe- 
cial attention to Palestine. 


Cable: Benanjon 175 5th ‘AVE., N. Y¥. C. 
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JEWISH FRONTIER 


A RABBINICAL STATEMENT REGARDING LABOR PALESTINE 


Ww: the undersigned rabbis holding membership in the 
Central Conference of American Rabbis, but stating 
our views in this resolution as individuals, desire to express 
our agreement with the principles and ideals of the Pale- 
stine Labor movement. 


We believe that the prophetic ideals espoused by Liberal 
Judaism are especially compatible with those of the Labor 
movement in Eretz Israel. In the complex society of our 
day it may be more difficult to see its application, but the 
ancient maxim “Zion bemishpat tipadeh”, “Zion can be 
redeemed only through justice”, seems to us as profoundly 
true as of old. 


The [pe of this endorsement is not to place our 
stamp of approval upon every phase or aspect of the Labor 
movement, but to express our agreement with its principles. 
Labor Palestine strives to build a cooperative rather than a 
competitive society in the land of our fathers. Its aim is to 
avoid erecting another social structure resting upon the 
sands of injustice and inequality. Its purpose is to appraise 
economic endeavor by the rules of service to the community 
rather than private profit. It seeks to secure a decent living 
standard for all workers. It underlines the importance of 
the welfare of the many rather than the luxury of the few. 
It stands upon the principle of the right of labor to bargain 
collectively. It opposes those who would destroy the very 
foundation of the Yishub by using cheap labor and ex- 
ploiting it, rather than paying a living wage to fellow Jews. 
It is engaged in the effort to widen the entry into Palestine 
for labor, and to rehabilitate the middle class and direct it 
toward fundamentally productive channels of work. It is 
endeavoring to foster a communal consciousness and com- 
munal unity among the Jews of Palestine. And, finally, it 
is resisting the many who would make Jewish Palestine only 
another land for the exploitation of the weak, for the build- 
ing up of a society based upon economic injustice. 

This program of the Histadrut in Palestine and the 
League for Labor Palestine in America, seems to us to be 
at one with the essential principles of oa idealism. 
Many of its economic aims are part of the Social Justice 
Program of the Central Conference of American Rabbis. 

We conclude, therefore, with the declaration that, as we 
see it, Liberal Judaism, in addition to its general sympathy 
with the rehabilitation of Palestine as the Jewish home- 
land, should feel an especial enthusiasm for Labor Palestine. 
We commend to our colleagues and to our followers hearty 
support for the Histadrut and the League for Labor 
Palestine. 

(SIGNED) 
Moses J. S. Abels, Temple Emanu-El, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Samuel J, Abrams, Temple Ohabei Shalom, Brookline, Mass. 
William Ackerman, Congregation Beth Israel, Meridian, Miss. 
David Alexander, Akron Hebrew Congregation, Akron, Ohio. 
Michael Alper, Hebrew Orphan Asylum, New York City. 
David B. Alpert, Mt. Sinai Congregation, Texarkana, Ark.-Texas. 
Zwi Andermann, Temple Emanu-El, Englewood, N. J. 
Saul B. Appelbaum, Congregation Beth Zion, Bradford, Pa. 
Garry J. August, Temple Israel, Gary, Ind. 
Bernard J. Bamberger, Congregation Beth Emeth, Albany, N. Y. 
Henry Barnston, Congregation Beth Israel, Houston, Texas. 
Joseph Louis Baron, Congregation Emanu-El-B’ne Jeshurun, Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 
Albert G. Baum, Cong. Gemiluth Chassodim, Alexandria, La. 
Solomon N. Dazell, Congregaion B'rith Sholem, Louisville, Ky. 
Elmer Berger, Temple Beth Jacob, Pontiac, Mich. 
Morton M. Berman, Free Synagogue, New York City. 
Philip S. Bernstein, Temple B'rith Kodesh, Rochester, N. Y. 
Israel Bettan, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Louis Binstock, Temple Sinai, New Orleans, La. 
Eugene Blachschleger, Congregation Beth-Or, Montgomery, Ala. 
Sheldon H. Blank, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Joshua Bloch, Long Island, N. Y. (Harlem Valley & Central Islip 
State Hospital). 
I. Mortimer Bloom, Temple Oheb Shalom, New York City. 


Samuel Blumenfield, Board of Jewish Education, Chicago, III. 

Philip D. Bookstaber, Congregation Ohev Sholom, Harrisburg, Pa. 

William G. Braude, Temple Beth-El, Providence, R. I. 

Baruch Braunstein, Eoff Street Temple, Wheeling, W. Va. 

Louis Brav, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Stanley R. Brav, Temple Emanuel, Dallas, Texas. 

Barnett R. Brickner, Ansle Chesed Congregation, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Abram Brill, Congregation B’nai Zion, Shreveport, La. 

David Bronstein, Congregation Horeb, Chicago, III. 

Morris Clark, Congregation Anshe Emeth, Pine Bluff, Ark. 

Rudolph I. Coffee, San Francisco, Calif. 

Henry Cohen, Congregation B'nai Israel, Galveston, Texas. 

Simon R. Cohen, Union Temple, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Morton J. Cohn, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Abraham Cronbach, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Max C. Currick, Reform Congregation Anshe Chesed, Erie, Pa. 

Daniel L. Davis, Cong. Shaarai Shomayim, Lancaster, Pa. 

Zevi Diesendruck, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Frederick Doppelt, Temple Beth El, Saginaw, Mich. 

Maxwell H. Dubin, Wilshire Blvd. Temple, Los Angeles, Calif. 

Bernard Ehrenreich, Minocqua, Wis. 

Barnett A. Elzas, Congregation Beth Miriam, Long Branch, N. J. 

Harry W. Ettelson, Temple Children of Israel, Memphis, Tenn. 

Julian B. Feibelman, Cong. Keneseth Israel, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Abraham H. Feinberg, Temple Beth El, Rockford, Ill. 

Abraham L. Feinberg, New York City. 

Abraham Feinstein, Congregation Mizpah, Chattanooga, Tenn. 

Norman Feldheym, Cong. Kol. Shearith Israel, Balboa, C. Z . 

Abraham J. Feldman, Congregation Beth Israel, Hartford, Conn. 

Arthur A. Feldman, Congregation Anshe Sholom, S. Hamilton, 
Ont., Canada. 

Leon I. Feuer, Congregation Tifereth Israel, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Maurice Feuer, United Hebrew Congregation, Joplin, Mo. 

David Fichman, Jewish Charitable and Educational Federation, 
New Orleans, La. 

Howard L, Fineberg, Mt. Zion Congregation, Sioux Falls, S. D. 

Solomon L. Fineberg, Sinai Temple, Mt. Vernon, N. Y. 

William H. Fineshriber, Reform Cong. Keneseth Israel, Phila. 

Solomon, B. Finesinger, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Adolph H. Fink, Temple Emanu-El, Spokane, Wash. 

Joseph L. Fink, Temple Beth Zion, Buffalo, N. Y. 

Henry M. Fisher, Congregation Beth Israel, Atlantic City, N. J. 

Jerome D. Folkman, Temple Beth Israel, Jackson, Mich. 

Gresham George Fox, South Shore Temple, Chicago, Il. 

Leon Fram, Temple Beth El, Detroit, Mich. 

Joseph Freedman, Temple Beth El, Jersey City, N. J. 

Hirsch L. Freund, Temple Adath Israel, Cleveland, Miss. 

Iser L. Freund, Congregation Oheb Sholom, Goldsboro, N. C. 

Michael Fried, Temple Ohabei Sholom, San Francisco, Calif. 

Marcus Friedlander, Congregation B’nai Sholom, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Benjamin Friedman, Temple Society of Concord, Syracuse, N. Y. 

Martin Friedman, Congregation Beth-El, Pensacola, Fla. 

Joseph Gitin, Temple Emanuel, Buffalo, N. Y. 

Nelson Glueck, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Joshua L. Goldberg, Astoria Center of Israel, Astoria, N. Y. 

Maurice Goldblatt, Congregation Emanuel, Roanoke, Va. 

A. L. Goldburg, Congregation B’nai Israel, Charleston, W. Va. 

Albert S. Goldstein, Temple Emanuel, Davenport, Iowa. 

Sidney E. Goldstein, Free Synagogue, New York City. 

Julius Gordon, Congregation Shaare Emeth, St. Louis, Mo. 

Samuel H. Gordon, Congregation B'nai Israel, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Ezra G. Gotthelf, Congregation B’rith Sholom, Erie, Pa. 

L. Elliot Grafman, Chicago, II. 

Milton L. Grafman, Adath Israel, Lexington, Ky. 

Abram M. Granowitz, Congregation Beth Zion, Johnstown, Pa. 

Louis D. Gross, Society of Applied Judaism, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Avery Jonah Grossfield, Temple Israel, New Castle, Pa. 

Joseph H. Gumbiner, Congregation Mishkan Israel, Selma, Ala. 

Samuel M. Gup, Temple Israel, Columbus, Ohio. 

Saul Habas, Temple B'nai Israel, Natchez, Miss. 

Jacob Halevi,, Temple B'nai Israel, Pasedena, Calif. 

Samuel A. Halperin, Temple B'nai Israel, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Israel Harburg, Temple Beth El, Lynn, Mass. 

Melbourne Harris, Congregation Anshai Emeth, Peoria, Ill. 

Gustav Hausman, New York City. 

Israel] Heinberg, Monroe, La. 

Bernard Heller, Hillel Foundation, U. of M., Ann Arbor, Mich. 

James G. Heller, Isaac M. Wise Temple, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Carl N. Herman, Congregation Beth Israel, West Palm Beach, Fla. 

Eugene E. Hibshman, Congregaion Beth Israel, Altoona, Pa. 

Maurice A. Hirshberg, Temple Beth-E], Hammond, Ind. 

Benjamin Hoffseyer, Ave. “R’’ Jewish Community Center, B’klyn. 

Abraham Holtzberg, Congregation Har Sinai, Trenton, N. J. 

Isador Isaacson, Temple Israei of Hollywood, Los Angeles, Galif. 

Edward L. Israel, Har Sinai Congregation, Baltimore, Md. 
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Harry Kaplan, Temple Anshe Amonim, Pittsfield, Mass. 

Israel L. Kaplan, Congregation Ahavath Chesed, Jacksonville, Fla. 

Jacob H. Kaplan, Temple Israel, Miami, Fla. 

Julius Kerman, Long Island, N. Y. 

Jacob Klein, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Alexander S. Kline, Congregation Beth-ha-Tephila, Asheville, N. C. 

Sol L. Kory, Congregation Anshe Chesed, Vicksburg, Miss. 

Nathan Krass, Congregation Emanu-El, New York City. 

A. Lincoln Krohn, Temple Albert, Albuquerque, New Mexico. 

Louis Kuppin, Chicago, III. 

Edmund A. Landau, Temple B'nai Israel, Albany, Ga. 

Meir Laskor, United Hebrew Congregation, Havana, Cuba. 

Charles B. Latz, Canton Hebrew Congregation, Canton, Ohio 

— Lazaron, Baltimore Hebrew Congregation, Baltimore, 
Md. 

David Lefkowitz, Temple Emanu-El, Dallas, Texas. 

Emil W. Leipziger, Touro Synagogue, New Orleans, La. 

Joseph Leiser, Congregation Children of Israel, Augusta, Ga. 

Samson H. Levey, Temple B'nai Israel, Jackson, Tenn. 

Harry Levi, Temple Israel, Boston, Mass. 

Lee J. Levinger, B’nai B’rith Hillel Foundation, Columbus, Ohio. 

Samuel J. Levinson, Temple Beth Emeth, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Felix .A Levy, Congregation Emanuel, Chicago, Ill . 

Aaron J. Levy, Temple Israel, Stockton, Calif. 

Harry S. Lewis, Jewish Institute of Religion, New York City. 

Theodore Lewis, Congregation Mt. Sinai, Sioux City, Iowa. 

Morris Lichtenstein, Jewish Science Movement, New York City. 

Joshua L. Liebman, Congregation Anshe Maarov, Chicago, III. 

Harry S. Linfield, Jewish Statistical Bureau, New York City. 

Edward Lissman, Riverside Synagogue, New York City. 

Meyer Lovitt, Temple Beth Israel, Jackson, Miss. 

Solomon Lowenstein, Federation for Support of Jewish Philan- 
thropic Societies, New York City. 

Alvin S. Luchs, Temple Israel, New Rochelle, N. Y. 

Alexander Lyons, Congregation Beth Elohim, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Wolfe Macht, Congregation Rodef Sholom, Waco, Texas. 

Jacob Mann, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Eugene Mannheimer, Congregation B’nai Jeshurun, Des Moines, 

Charles Mantinband, Congregation Beth Ha-Sholom, Williamsport, 

Jacob Rader Marcus, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Harry S. Margolis, Mt. Zion Temple, St. Paul, Minn. 

Julius Mark, Vine Sreet Temple, Nashville, Tenn. 

Samuel Markowitz, Congregation Achduth Vesholom, Fort Wayne, 

Albert L. Martin, Congregation B'nai Israel, Bridgeport, Conn. 

Harry H. Mayer, Temple B'nai Jehuda, Kansas City, Mo. 

Samuel S. Mayerberg, Congregation B’nai Jehuda, Kansas City, Mo. 

S. Felix Mendelsohn, Temple Beth Israel, Chicago, Ill. 

Louis D. Mendoza, Congregation Oheb Sholom, ....orfolk, Va. 

Jacob B. Menkes, New York City. 

Harry A. Merfeld, Congregation Beth El, Fort Worth, Texas. 

Max J. Merritt, B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundation, Berkeley, Calif. 

Jacob I. Meyer, Congregation Beth Israel, West Hazelton, Pa. 

Max Meyer, Free Synagog, Flushing, N. Y. 

Carl I. Miller, Temple Beth-El, Helena, Ark. 

Albert G. Minda, Temple Israel, Minneapolis, Minn. 

Julian Morgenstern, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Marvin Nathan, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Morris Newfield, Temple Emanu-El, Birmingham, Ala. 

Levi A. Olan, Temple Emanuel, Worcester, Mass. 

Samuel Perlman, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Samuel T. Philips, Jamestown, N. Y. 

Isador E. Philo, Congregation Rodef Sholom, Youngstown, Ohio. 

David Polish, Congregation of Judah, Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

Jacob S. Raisin, Congregaion Beth Elohim, Charleston, S. C. 

Max Raisin, Cong. B'nai Jeshurun, Paterson, N. J. 

Julius Rappaport, Congregation Beth Hillel, Kenosha, Wis. 

Leo Reich, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Abraham B. Rhine, Cong. House of Israel, Hot Springs, Ark. 

Paul Richman, Temple Beth-El, Steubenville, Ohio. 

Harry R. Richmond, Cong. Emanu-El, Wichita, Kan. 

David Rosenbaum, Temple Judea, Chicago, III. 

William H. Rosenblatt, St. Petersburg, Fla. 

William F. Rosenblum, Temple Israel of City of New York. 

Frank L. Rosenthal, Cong. B’nai Israel, Columbus, Ga. 

Efraim M. Rosenzweig, Temple Beth Shalom, Topeka, Kansas. 

Samuel Rosinger, Temple Emanuel, Beaumont, Texas. 

Leonard J. Rothstein, Temple-in-the-Penthouse, New York City. 

Jacob Philip Rudin, Temple Beth El of Great Neck, L. I. 

Albert Akiba Ruskin, Cong. Ahavath Sholom, Bluefield, W. Va. 

Frederick I. Rypins, Temple Emanuel, Greensboro, N. C. 

Samuel Sale, Rabbi Emeritus. 

Ira E. Sanders, Cong. B’nai Israel, Little Rock, Ark. 

Israel Joshua Sarasohn, Cong. B'nai Jeshurun, Leavenworth, Kan. 

Hyman Schachtel, West End Synagogue, New York City. 

Tobias Schanfarber, Cong. Kehillath Anshe Mayriv, Chicago, III. 

Max Schenk, Jewish Center of Washington Heights, New York 

Henry A. Schoor, Temple Adath Israel, New York City. 

Benjamin Schultz, Temple Ahavath Sholom, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Lawrence W. Schwartz, Jewish Community Center, White Plains, 
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Samuel Schwartz, Washington Blvd. Temple, Chicago, Ill. 
Alexander D. Segel, Temple Beth Israel, York, Pa. 
Jacob K. Shankman, B’rith Sholom, Troy, N. Y. 
Nathaniel S. Share, Gates of Prayer Congregation, New Orleans, La. 
Leo Shubow, Temple Israel, Amsterdam, N. Y. 
Charles E. Shulman, North Shore Congregation Israel, Glencoe, Ill. 
Julius Silberfeld, Cong. B’nai Abraham, Newark, N. J. 
Abba Hillel Silver, The Temple, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Abram Simon, Washington Hebrew Congregation, Washingon, D.C. 
Meyer H. Simon, Temple Israel, La Fayette, Ind. 
Jacob Singer, Temple Mizpah, Chicago, III. 
Edgar E. Siskin, Mishkan Israel, New Haven, Conn. 
Henry Slonimsky, Institute of Religion, New York City. 
Phineas Smoller, South Fountain Ave. Temple, Springfield, Ohio. 
George Solomon, Cong. Mickve Israel, Savannah, Ga. 
Samuel D. Soskin, Cong. Ohev Sholom, Huntington, W. Va. 
Adolph Spiegel, Long Branch, N. J. 
Salo Stein, Welfare Island Congregation, New York City. 
Alexander Alan Steinbach, Temple Ahavath Shalom, Bklyn., N. Y. 
Harry Joshua Stern, Temple Emanu-El, W. Montreal, Quebec, Can. 
Nathan Stern, West Synagogue, New York City 
William M. Stern, Temple Sinai, Oakland, Calif. 
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RECENT 


PUBLICATIONS 
PROTOCOLS OF THE ELDERS OF 


ZION: The Greatest Lie in His- 
tory. By Benjamin Segel. Trans- 
lated into English by Dr. Sascha 
Czaczkes-Charles. First publica- 
tion in English which exposes 
these spurious documents and 
furnishes irrefutable proof of the 
falsity of this most damnable for- 
gery in history. 120 pages. 
paper 50c, cloth $1.00 
MUSIC OF THE GHETTO AND THE 
BIBLE. By Lazare Saminsky. A 
colorful and comprehensive ac- 
count of the development of Jew- 
ish music from earliest times to 
the present day poe ve 
RACES, NATIONS AND JEWS. By 
Dr. Joseph Tenenbaum. A timely 
and valuable contribution to 
modern social problems ......§2.00 
SELF-GOVERNMENT OF THE JEWS 
IN PALESTINE SINCE 1900. By 
Moshe Burstein. An analysis of 
the governmental agencies and 
methods developed by the gen- 
eral population and individual 
communities in the Holy Land. 
$3.00 
PIONEER YOUTH IN PALESTINE. By 
Shlomo Bardin. Here, for the first 
time in English, is told the story 
of how these pioneer youths 
brought about a new social or- 
der, of their sacrifices and hopes. 
$1.50 
FOR PURIM: If you are interested in 
Purim plays, stories, music, etc., 
send for our list. Other cata- 
logues on request. 
Established 1854 


Bloch Publishing 
Company 
“The Jewish Book Concern” 
31 West 31st Street New York 




















JEwiIsH FRONTIER 


AVUKAH ON LABOR IN PALESTINE 


RESOLUTION, 10th CONVENTION, 
DEC. 24-26, 1934 

1. Whereas the League for Labor Palestine has been 
organized for the explicit purpose of supporting that 
element in Palestine which is building our national home- 
land on the basis of work and social and economic equality, 
and whereas Avukah, as a youth Zionist Organization has 
to take its place among the living and constructive forces 
of Jewish national life, be it resolved that Avukah go on 
record as urging its members to actively participate in the 
work of the League for Labor Palestine and thereby con- 
tribute toward the upbuilding of our national homeland 
in Palestine. 

2. Avukah looks with extreme distrust upon current 
attempts to split the single labor union in Palestine, and 
believes that for the good of Zionism and of Palestine 
society there should continue to develop in Palestine the 
“unbroken single union” which has had such auspicious 
beginnings, and whereas the policy of the Histadrut, the 
recognized single union, as regards immigration and colon- 
ization for Palestine has been of such a nature as to aid 
and abet the continued development of the new Yishuv, 
be it hereby resolved that Avukah commends the policy of 
the Histadrut in these matters. 


3. Whereas Avukah understands in Zionism not only 
the necessity of developing Jewish life in the Diaspora 
but also that of creating in Palestine a youth element which 
shall continue to uphold the traditions of Zionist coloniza- 
tion, be it hereby resolved that Avukah commends the or- 
ganization of the Hechalutz in America and recommends 
the active participation of the individual members so ori- 
entated in that movement. 

4, Whereas the Avukah recognizes the full import of 
the J.N.F. in buying land as the por of the Jewish 
people, and whereas the program of the J.N.F. has proven 
to be productive of an economic and social structure which 
e ies these principles of economic security which will 
be devoid of all of the objectionable features of land 
speculation, the existence of which Avukah recognizes as 
one of the greatest dangers in the upbuilding of Palestine, 
be it hereby resolved that Avukah endorse and lend its 
fullest support to the Jewish National Fund. 

5. Whereas English periodicals for the dissemination 
of Zionist culture have long been considered necessary, 
the Avukah views with favor and endorses the publication 
and distribution of fhe enlarged New Palestine and Jewish 


Frontier. 


LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 


: igee major motif in the League’s work is cultural, a 


fact well proven in the replies to a recent question- 


naire sent out by the National Office. Lectures, discussions, 
the scope of Palestine, the function of the Histadrut, in- 
timate group contacts and self-educational processes—these 
are the predominant features of the work in the League 
chapters. January witnessed a gathering of momentum. 
Among the leadership in discussion must be mentioned 
Irma Lindheim, Rabbi Jacob J. Weinstein, Rose Stoloff, Sam- 
uel Goldstein, Rabbi Ira Eisenstein, Harry Harrison, Judah 
Wattenberg, Jacob Katzman, Raphael Margolin, Shlomo 
Grodzensky, Saadia Gelb, and Nathan Guttman. Indeed, 
the National office is faced with the problem of how to 
satisfy the growing demand for lecturers on Labor Zionism 
with proper adequacy for regional demands. . . . Chapters 
in New York are arranging lectures for the outside general 

blic—the best proof of inner vitality and future direction. 

e Brooklyn Chapter (over 300 members) planned their 
mass-meeting of February Sth with Zalman Rubashow of 
the Palestine Labor delegation and Rabbi Weinstein as 
speakers. The League units of the Almagamated and 
Sholom Aleichem Cooperatives are arranging periodic lec- 
tures in their forums. Among the speakers who have made 
special trips to other cities are Rabbi Samuel Wohl, Dr. 
Hayim Fineman, Marie Syrkin, Dr. Israel Chipkin, Pro- 


JOIN 


The Jewish National Workers Alliance 
Sd 


Most progressive Jewish Fraternal Order in 
America. 
Scientific insurance basis and best fraternal 
benefits. We are organizing English-speak- 
ing branches now. 
The J.N.W.A. gives active support to Labor 
Palestine, maintains Jewish Folks’ Schools for 
children, a Teachers’ Seminary, summer 
camps, forums, and participates actively in 
Jewish and Labor activities in America. 

For more information: 
, JEWISH NATIONAL WORKERS’ ALLIANCE 


of the United States and Canada 
404 4th Avenue, New York 


fessor Z. Diesendrook, and Pinchas Cruso. . . . Dr. Golub’s 
lecture on the Histadrut was mailed out. The author's 
bold treatment and stimulating supplementary questions 
will constitute an excellent guide for study. . . . The bi- 
monthly bulletin, ‘Palestine News Letter”, continues to 
furnish exclusive and valuable Zionist news. . .. A pamph- 
let on the Cooperative Movement in Palestine by Rose 
Stoloff is in progress. . . . A. Revusky’s book, Jews in 
Palestine, is at last off the press. Members can buy the 
book ($3.50 net) from the National office for only $1.65 
(Payment should accompany orders). . . . From now on the 
National office will sell to members, at cost, most of the 
Palestine Hebrew publications. . . . New chapters have 
been organized in Wichita, Kansas; Cedar Rapids, Iowa; 
Denver, Colorado; New York City (2 groups)—a total 
of 52 chapters. There is a gain in membership for New 
York, Philadelphia and Cincinnati. On his visit to Cin- 
cinnati Pinchas Cruso worked out a number of projects with 
Rabbi Wohl, the National Chairman of the League. These 
will be duly submitted to the. Administrative Committee, 
and will be sent out to chapters. 
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Joseph Stolz, Isaiah-Israel Temple, Chicago, III. 
Joseph Henry Stolz, Los Angeles, Calif. 
Allen Tarshish, Temple Beth-El, Danville, Ill. 
Jacob Tarshish, Scarsdale, N. Y. 
Henry Tavel, Cong. Beth Emeth, Wilmington, Del. 
Joseph Marshall Taxay, Temple Israel, Terre Haute, Ind. 
Samuel Teitelbaum, United Hebrew Cong., Ft. Smith, Ark. 
Samuel Thurman, United Hebrew Temple, St. Louis, Mo. 
Joshua Trachtenberg, Temple Covenant of Peace, Easton, Pa. 
Sidney E. Unger, Temple Judea, Philadelphia, Pa. 
Joseph Utschon, Agudas Achim, Hibbing, Minn. 
Aaron Lewis Weinstein, Temple Israel, Jamaica, L. I., N. Y. 
Jacob J. Weinstein, Columbia University, New York City. 
Harvey E. Wessel, Congregation Emanuel, Duluth, Minn. 
Louis Witt, Cong. B’nai Jeshurun, Dayton, Ohio. 
Samuel Wohl, Isaac M. Wise Temple, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Louis B. Wolfenson, Providence, R. I. 
Sidney Wolf, Temple Beth El, Corpus Christi, Texas. 
Samuel Wolk, Cong. B'nai B’rith, Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 
Samuel J. Wolk, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Bernard Zeiger, Temple Beth-El, Flint, Mich. 
Maurice L. Zigmond, Temple Emanuel, Pueblo, Colorado. 
Abba M. Fineberg, Temple Beth El, Niagara Falls, N. Y. 
Ephraim Frisch, Temple Beth-El, San Antonio, Texas. 
Pizer W. Jacobs, New York City. 
Theodore H. Gordon, Baltimore Hebrew Cong. Baltimore, Md. 








